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Mr. ALDRICH. Either in letter or spirit.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. :

Mr, TILLMAN. I want to make an inguiry as to what s the
exact status. I heard something about paragraph 5 and then
about 480,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from South
Carolina allow the Secretary to state the amendment?

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly.

The Secrerary. On page 4, in paragraph 5, it is proposed to
strike out the following words in the committee amendment:

Sulphate of ammonia, two-tenths of 1 cent per pound.

And it is proposed to disagree to the amendment on page 194,
striking out paragraph 480, “ ammonia, sulphate of,” leaving it
upon the free list.

Mr. TILLMAN. That is exactly what we want. I want to
say that the southern farmers who use sulphate of ammonia,
and for whose benefit we on this side have been contending, do
not care a straw about these other ammoniacal preparations.
You can put any old duty you want on them, but we want the
fertilizer to be free.

. Several SexaTors. You have it :

Mr. TILLMAN. We get it; but I did not know what we were
getting.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Is that the committee amendment?

Mr. ALDRICH. It is taken from the dutiable list and put
on the free list.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the com-
mittee amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island
is agreed to, and paragraph 5, as amended, is agreed to. With-
out objection, the committee amendment on page 194 is dis-
agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President——

Mr. CRAWFORD. I want to make an inquiry.

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to say that this disposes of all
the paragraphs to which the committee have any suggested
amendments.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the
Senator from South Dakota in a moment.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I only want to make an inquiry.

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to submit an amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will recognize the
Senator from New Hampshire in a moment.

Mr. ALDRICH. There are some amendments in regard to—

Mr. BACON. We can not hear the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will be in order.

Mr. ALDRICH. I had an understanding with the Senator
from Iowa [Mr. Comumins] that we would take up the paragraph
in regard to structural iron and steel and dispese of it, but I
assume we will hardly be able to do that to-night, especially in
view of the notice of the Senator from Georgia that he has sev-
eral amendments to the free list which he desires to have dis-
posed of.

Mr. STONE. I have an amendment I wish to offer,

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I think perhaps the Senate might as
well adjourn. ;

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode
Island yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. I want to submit an amendment for the
purpose of sending it to conference. It is a trifling matter. In
the committee amendment on page 54, lines 13 and 14, I move
to strike out the word * twenty-five” where it appears the
second time and insert in lieu thereof * thirty-five.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to call the attention of the chairman
of the committee to an inequality in the chemical schedule
which I think ought to be corrected. I refer to paragraph 70,
page 17, line 12. If he wants to make the bill symmetrical and
perfected, chlorate of soda ought to be 2 cents instead of 1%
cents, so as to make it the same as chlorate of potash. Both
are quoted as chlorates. Both are the same proposition in the
markets of the world. Both are made electrolytically, and my
attention has been called to it as an absence of symmetry in the
bill and a lack of equality. I move that chlorate of soda be 2
cents instead of 1% cents.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsyl-
vania offers an amendment, which will be stated.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we had better take that up later,

Mr. PENROSE. Very well. :

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator withhold that motion for one
minute?

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly.

Mr. CLAY. I do not think I eaught the Senator correctly.
I understood him to say that all of the paragraphs in this bill
had now been disposed of.

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; I said there were two or three ex-
ceptions.

Mr. CLAY. Ah, I did not understand that. Paragraph 350
has not been disposed of? - '

Mr. ALDRICH. Cotton bagging; it has not been disposed of.

Mr. CLAY. That is all right.

Mr. ALDRICH. And cotton ties and binding twine have not
been disposed of.

Mr. TILLMAN. And tea has not been disposed of.

Mr. ALDRICH. That amendment has not been offered.

Mr. TILLMAN. I am going to speak several hours when we
get on that subject.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business,

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After four minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'elock
and 14 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, June
28, 1909, at 10 o'clock a. m.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezecutive nominations confirmed by the Senafe June 26, 1909,
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

Capt. Albert G. Berry to be a rear-admiral.

Commander William 8. Hogg to be a captain.

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Joseph D. Little to be a lieutenant.

Second Lieut. Edward A. Ostermann to be a first lieutenant in
the Marine Corps,

Lester S. Wass to be a second lientenant in the Marine Corps.

POSTMASTERS.
DELAWARE.
Charles C. Tomlinson, at Delmar, Del.
" LOUISIANA,
Lou 8. Flournoy, at Ruston, La.
James C. Weaks, at Monroe, La.
MICHIGAN,
Alonzo B. Hyatt, at Linden, Mich,
MISSOURI.
Edgar A. Remley, at Columbia, "Mo.
NEW YORK.

John L. MeKinney, at Pine Bush, N, Y.
Josiah 8. Remington, at Fort Ann, N. Y.

NOBRTH DAKOTA.

Jesse M. Pierson, at Granville, N. Dak.
J. M. Stewart, at Mayville, N. Dak.

OELAHOMA,

Charles N. Martin, at Haileyville, Okla.
Albert R. Phillips, at Waynoka, Okla.

SENATE.

Moxpay, June 28, 1909.

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and
approved.

LAWS OF ARIZONA.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the seeretary of the Territory of Arizona, transmitting
pursuant to law, a copy of the session laws of the Twenty-fifth
legislative assembly of the Territory of Arizona, which, with
the accompanying document, was referred to the Committee on
Territories.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, W. J.
Browning, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 1033) to provide for the Thirteenth and subsequent
decennial censuses.
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution, and
they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President:

H. R. 10887. An act to make Scranton, in the State of Missis-
sippi, a subport of entry, and for other purposes;

H. R.10933. An act making appropriations for expenses of the
Thirteenth Decennial Census, and for other purposes; and

H. J. Res. 59. Joint resolution amending an act concerning the
recent fire in Chelsea, Mass.

GUS D. ROBISON.

Mr. BROWN presented sundry affidavits to accompany the
bill (8. 990) granting an increase of pension to Gus D. Robison,
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

OTIS B. SMITH.

He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the bill
(8. 5654) granting an increase of pension to Otis B. Smith,
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions,

DAUGHTERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION.

Mr. SMOOT. I am directed by the Committee on Printing,
to whom was referred a communication from the Secretary of
the Smithsonian Institution, transmitting, pursuant to law,
the Eleventh Annual Report of the National Society of the
Daughters of the American Revolution (8. Doc. No. 117), to
report it favorably, and to request that an order be made for
printing the usual number of the report.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will
be printed as requested.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. CARTER:

A bill (S. 2784) granting an increase of pension to George
Twible; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM :

A bill (8. 2785) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
H. Waltemeyer; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CRANE:

A bill (8. 2786) granting an increase of pension to Charles H.
Miller; to the Committee on Pensions.

AMENDMENTS TO TARIFF BILL.

Mr. CULBERSON. I submit an amendment intended to be
proposed by me to the amendment submitted by the Senator
from Rhode Island [Mr. Acprica]. I ask that it be read,
printed, and lie on the table.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read.

The SEcrRETARY. On page 11, line 16, after the word * Presi-
dent,” insert:

Provided, That elther House of the Congress, or any committee thereof
may demand and receive any information obr.nmedsf or copies of anf
document received, evidence taken, or report made, under the provisions
of this section.

Mr. CUMMINS. May I ask whether the amendment just read
ijs an amendment to the so-called *“ corporation income-tax
amendment,” and is it an amendment proposed by the committee?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is an amendment proposed by
the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON]. 3

Mr. CULBERSON. It is an amendment to the amendment.

Mr., CUMMINS. Thank you; I did not hear it.

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the Secretary may again read
the amendment to the amendment.

The Secretary again read the amendment to the amendment,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment
will be printed.

Mr. CLAPP. The President, in his message transmitted to
Congress a few days ago, suggested the propriety of an excise
tax on the privilege of being incorporated. The committee in
reporting its amendment has evidently overlooked the feature
of the President’s message as to corporations holding stock in
other corporations. I desire to offer a substitute, and I ask
that it be printed.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be printed
and lie on the table.

THE TARIFF.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, and
the first bill on the ealendar will be proceeded with.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and

for other purposes.
Mr. McLAURIN. Mpr. President, I offer an amendment to the
bill.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SecreTArY. It is proposed to add a new paragraph, as
follows :

4973. Bagging for cotton, gunny cloth, and similar fabrics suitable
for covering cotton.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing fo the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that paragraph 497, which was passed
over, be now agreed to.

The SEcRETARY. Paragraph 497, page 198, binding twine, and
so forth.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
paragraph.

Mr. BACON. I should like to take up another matter, with
the permission of the Senate, before proceeding to that, and one
that has been before the Senate several times,

Mr. NELSON. What is the paragraph the Senator from
Rhode Island has called up?

Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph 497; but the Senator from Geor-
gia prefers to proceed with another paragraph.

Mr. BACON. I desire to state that I have an amendment
pending to that paragraph, and that it was an amendment
putting bagging upon the same footing as binding twine—each
of them on the free list. I did not know the fact at the time
I addressed the Chair, that that has been practically disposed
of by the adoption of an amendment putting bagging upon the:
free list. Therefore I will withdraw the amendment which I
had offered to that particular paragraph.

Mr. ALDRICH. 'Then we will proceed to consider paragraph

497.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia with-
draws his amendment to paragraph 497. The question is on
agreeing to the paragraph.

The paragraph was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that paragraph 123 be agreed to.

The SecreTarY. On page 35, paragraph 123, “hoop or band
iron, or hoop or band steel,” and so forth.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the

paragraph.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I have an amendment
striking out that provision and putting cotton ties on the free
list.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senate votes down my proposition to
agree to this paragraph, then, of course, the Senator conld move
to put them on the free list; but I hope the paragraph will be
agreed to.

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well; I will follow that conrse.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
paragraph.

Mr. OVERMAN. I have an amendment which I desire to
offer. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will accept it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to amend paragraph 123, page
85, by inserting the following at the end of the paragraph:

Provided, That exporters of cotton which has been baled in the
United States, and in the bslin% of which imported hoop or band iron,
or hoop or band steel, commonly called cotton ties, for baling cottom,
has been used, shall, upon satisfactory proof, under such regulations
as the Becretary of the Treasury shall preseribe, that such imported
hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, has been used in the g
of such cotton, have refunded to them from the Treasury the duties

id on the hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, so used in the
aling of such exported cotton.

Mr. ALDRICH. That amendment ought not to be offered
as an amendment to this paragraph. The amendment should
be offered to the drawback provision of the bill.

Mr. OVERMAN, If the Senator thinks it had better come in
at another place, I will defer it for the present. I hope the
Senator will accept it.

The VICE-PRESIDENT.
paragraph 123,

The paragraph was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. On page €8, line 6, word
* color "'——

Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment?
1 ask that the amendment I offered be printed and lie on the
table, to be presented at the proper time.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
will lie on the table and be printed. Without objection, the
Senate will consider paragraph 193 on page 68.

Mr. CULBERSON. Before passing to paragraph 123 let me
see if T understand the Senator from Rhode Island. My idea is
the Senator agreed after that provision should be adopted there
would be no objection to the presentation of my amendment
to put it on the free list. That is the effect of the amendment,
anyway.

The question is on agreeing to

after the
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Mr. ALDRICH. The effect of agreeing to it is to keep it on
the dutiable list; but the Senator can move, of course, if he
sees fit, to put it on the free list.

AMr. CULBERSON. I understand.

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 08, line 6, after the word * color,”
1 move to add * one-half of 1 cent per pound and.”

. Mr, STONE. I did not quite catch that amendment.

Mr. ALDRICH. It adds a duty of half a cent a pound in
addition to the existing duty on bottle caps.

Mr. STONE. In addition to the ad valorem duty.

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; in addition to the ad valorem duty.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the
amendment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph
as amended is agreed to. The paragraph is agreed to.

Mr. BACON, If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I
dld not eatech the full import of the amendment. Are these the
caps dairymen use for bottles?

Mr. ALDRICH. No; they are bottle caps for champagne
wines—high-priced caps.

: h{lll BACON. I should certainly object to it if it did apply
‘0 them.

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not.

Mr. BACON. Because that is a matter of general and uni-
versal use,

Mr. SMOOT. The advance is made, I will say to the Sen-
ator, on account of the advance made in the duty on lead.
Those caps contain about 95 per cent lead.

Mr. KEAN. In paragraph 189, page 635, line 3, after the
word “movement,” I move to amend by inserting “including
time detectors.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will
consider paragraph 189. The Senator from New Jersey offers
an amendment, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 63, line 3, paragraph 189, after the
word “ movement,” insert “including time detectors.”

Mr. CULLOM, That is a good amendment. I hope it will
be made.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, the paragraph
as amended is agreed to. -

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment offered by the Senator from
Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN] necessitates striking out paragraph
350 from the dutiable list.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will
consider paragraph 350.

The SecreTarY. Page 122, paragraph 350——
mME.HfHJJRICH. I ask that the paragraph be stricken from

e 5 ;

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator
moves that paragraph 350 be stricken out.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to sirike out paragraph 515. Broom
corn has been put on the dutiable list, and this is to remove it
from the free list.

The SecreTARY. Page 201, strike out paragraph 515.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will
consider paragraph 515. The Senator from Rhode Island moves
to strike out the paragraph.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. CURTIS. T desire to call the attention of the chairman
to paragraph 191, and to propose an amendment.

The SeorETARY. Page 67, paragraph 191, the paragraph in-
serted by the committee, zinc in blocks, and so forth.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to considering
paragraph 1917

Mr. CURTIS. I move to strike out “ one-third ” and to insert
“one-half,” so as to read: “13 cents per pound” for zinc in
blocks or zine dust.

The VICE-PRESIDEXT. The amendment will be stated.

The SeEcReTARY. In the committee amendment inserted as
paragraph 191, strike out “one-third” and insert * one-half,”
80 as to read:

Zine in blocks or pigs and zinc dust, 13 cents per pound.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph
as amended is agreed to.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To what paragraph?

Mr. STONE. A new paragraph.

from Rhode Island

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will
consider the amendment offered by the Senator from Missourl.
It will be read.

The SEcreTAry. In the free list it is proposed to insert as a
new paragraph, to be known as “ paragraph 6253,” the following :

Iron ore, iron in pigs, iron kentledge, splegeleisen, ferromanganese,
serap irom, scrap steel, bar iron, muck bars, square iron, rolled or
hammered, round iron in coils or rods; iron in slabs, blooms, loops,
or other forms; beams, girders, iuists. angles, channels, and all other
structural shapes of iron or steel; boiler or other plate iron or steel:
iron or steel anchors or parts thereof; forgings of Iron or steel, or of
combined iron or steel; all forms of hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel ;
mllwn@ bars made of iron or steel, and rallway bars made in part of .
steel, rails, punched iron or steel flat rails; rallwa{ fish plates or
gpliced bars made of iron or steel; sheets of iron or steel, common or
black, of whatever dimensions, and skelp iron or steel; all iron or steel
sheets or plates, and all hoop, band, or scroll iron or steel; sheets or
plates of iron or steel, polished or plated, by whatever name designated ;
steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms, and slabs, by whatever process
made ; die blocks or blanks; billets and bars, and tapered or veled
bars, mill shafting, steel wool or steel shavings; iron or steel wire rods
of every description; iron or steel wire of every description; axles, or

arts thereof ; axle bars, axle blanks, or forgings for axles, whether of
Fron or steel; blacksmith's hammers or sledges, track tools, wedges,
and crowbars, whether of Iron or steel: bolts and hinges, whether of
iron or steel; cast-iron pipe of every description; cast-iron andirons,
plates, stove plates, sad irons, taillor's irons, hatter’s irons, and castings
and vessels wholly of cast-iron; ecast hollow ware of every description ;
chain or chains of all kinds made of iron or steel; iron or steel tubes,
pipes, flues, or stays of every description, made of iron or steel; horse-
shoe nails, hobnails, eut nails, and ecut spikes, of iron or steel, and all
wrought-iron or steel nails, of whatever descr!?tion: horse, mule, or
ox shoes of wrought iron or steel; cut tacks, braids, or sprigs; crosscut
saws, mill saws, pit and drag saws, circular saws, steel band saws,
screws of all kinds made of iron or steel; wheels for railway purposes
made of Iron or steel, and steel-tired wheels for railway purposes, and
iron or steel locomotive, car, or other railway tires or parts thereof;
all the foregoing shall be admitted free of duty.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask to take up paragraph 119.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will
congider paragraph 119.

The SecrerAry. Page 33, paragraph 119, beams, girders,
joists, angles, and so forth.

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee offer a modification of their
former amendment. .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the
amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Island on behalf
of the committee.

The SECRETARY. On page 33, lines 22 and 23, strike out the
words * three-tenths of one cent per pound” and insert in lieu
thereof : ;

Valued at nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound or less, three-tenths of 1
cent per pound; valued above nine-tenths of 1 cent per pound, four-
tenths of 1 cent per pound.

The VICE-PRESIDENT.
amendment.

Mr. CUMMINS. I intend to offer another substitute for that
paragraph. I can defer it until after this amendment is acted
upon. I can offer it just as well then.

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly.

The VICE-PREf:DENT. The paragraph must first be per-
fected before a substitute will be in order. The question is on
agreeing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode
Island.

Mr. BACON. The amendment has not been printed.

Mr. ALDRICH. No. It simply makes a change in the classi-
fication; that is all.

Mr., BACON. It does not make any change in the rates?

Mr. ALDRICH. It increases the rate on structural steel
above $18 a ton from three-tenths to four-tenths.

Mr. BACON. It increases the rate.

Mr. ALDRICH. It increases the rate on structural steel
above $18 a ton from three-tenths to four-tenths a ton, not over
the Dingley law, but over the first suggestion of the committee.
It is below the rates of existing law, but above the rates as
suggested by the committee. The committee were satisfied
that they had not classified structural iron properly. This is
simply a change in classification, with no increase of rate
above the present rate, but a reduction of one-tenth, from four-
tenths to three-tenths, practically cutting the rate one-tenth,
but making a better classification of both.

Mr, BACON. If I am correct in my understanding, this is
the paragraph about which we had discussion——

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island
a question. This is the same paragraph about structural steel
we had under discussion some time ago.

The question is on agreeing to the
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Mr. ALDRICH. It is. Under the amendment as now sug-
gested, structural steel valued at $18 a ton or less pays three-
tenths, and structural steel which is not manufactured into
forms above $1S a ton pays four-tenths, and all manufactured
and put into form, window frames, and so forth, pay 45 per cent
ad valorem.

Mr. CRAWFORD. I wish to ask a question.

Mr. BACON. I am undertaking to ask one, and I have not
finished, but I will yield to the Senator if he desires.

Mr. CRAWFORD. This is the purpose of my question: As I
understand, the amendment proposed now is a reduction of the
amendment first reported by the Finance Committee.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Because that was four-tenths a ton, I
think, and this is three-tenths.

Mr, ALDRICH. It is three-tenths, and four-tenths was the
first.

Mr. CRAWFORD. 8o that the amendment now proposed is
lower than the first amendment.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is lower than the original amendment sub-
mitted by the committee.

Mr. BACON. I will state the point I was trying to get at
when interrupted first by the Senator from Rhode Island and
then by the Senator from South Dakota, so that I was not able
to express myself clearly. The Senator will remember we had
a discussion as to the classification of structural steel which
had been cut to lengths and put into a class in itself, and there
was an increase of duty.

Mr. ALDRICH. Not cut to lengths, but manufactured into
forms. The amendment as it was originally reported from the
committee, as suggested by the Senator from South Dakota,
placed all struetural steel not made up into forms, not manu-
factured, at four-tenths of a cent, and all that was manufae-
tured at 45 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. BACON. That is what I had reference to.

Mr. ALDRICH. The present amendment makes all plain
forms of steel three-tenths, valued at $18 a ton and less, and
those that are valued above $18 a ton four-tenths, and leaves
the steel manufactured into forms at 45 per cent ad valorem,
which is a reduction of one-tenth on the structural steel valued
at less than $18 a ton from the original report of the committee,

Mr. BACON. I have been trying my best to get the Senator
to let me tell him what I wanted to find out. When I stated
cut to lengths that was an improper expression. I meant put
in forms for building. Does this amendment relate to that?

Mr. ALDRICH. No; it leaves that at 45 per cent ad valorem.

Mr, BACON. That is the question I was trying to ask.

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg pardon. That is left at 45 per cent
ad valorem.

The VICE-PRESIDENT.
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Without objection, the paragraph
as amended is agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cum-

The question is on agreeing to the

miNs] has an amendment to offer to the paragraph as a substi--

tute, I think.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa offers a
substitute for the paragraph.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, before T send the Substitute
to the desk, I desire to say that I have certain amendments to
more than this single paragraph, and it has been understood
that at this time I might offer amendments to all the paragraphs
which concern what is known as * tonnage steel.” I should like
the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island just a moment
in order to ascertain whether my understanding is in accord
with his, I desire at this time to offer certain amendments to
all these paragraphs which, in my opinion, embrace what is
known in the irade as “ tonnage steel.” I already indicated
them to some extent in the very beginning of this debate. I
should like to know now whether the Senator from Rhode Island
will put the paragraphs in such a position as that I may offer
the amendments to them.

Mr. ALDRICH. I assured the Senator on Saturday, I think
it was, that I wounld do it, and I am quite willing, T think
the amendments might as well be disposed of now as in the
Senate.

Mr., CUMMINS. T think so. Then, Mr. President, it is un-
derstood that the parlinmentary situation is such that the
amendments I now offer can be considered. The paragraphs to
which I desire the amendments are to be reconsidered for that
purpose. That is the understanding, and with that understand-.
ing I will proceed very briefly.

It is obvious that the duties imposed on iron and steel ought
to bear some relation to each other as the product is advanced

the exception of steel rails.

in manufacture. I therefore offer first a substitute for para-
graph 116, which is the paragraph relating to pig iron and
serap iron and steel. My substitute is as follows:

116. Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, and ferro-manganese,
$1.50 per ton; wrought and cast scrap iron and scrap steel, 50 cents
per ton; but nothing shall be deemed scrap iron or scrage steel except
waste or refuse iron or steel which, having at one time been advanded
in manufacture to the final form for use and having been used, has
by such use become unfit for further use and has become fit only to be
manufactured.

It will be observed that this reduces the duty on pig iron
to a dollar and a half a ton, and it reduces the duty on scrap
iron to 50 cents a ton. That is the duty placed on it by the
House. I have endeavored to eliminate the diffieulty with re-
spect to the commingling of pig iron or mew iron with worn-
out waste of iron and steel. I believe the definition I have
given here separates absolutely the new from the old, and it
does not include, as was suggested by the Senator from Penn-
sylvania the other day, the scrap that is produced in the manu-
facture of iron and steel. I can see very good reasons why
such serap iron and steel should bear the same duty as pig
iron. I say nothing further with respect to it.

I begin with pig iron and put a duty on it of a dollar and a
half a ton, which is ample to protect it, and which is now almost
twice as much as the difference between the cost and the selling
price of pig iron in this country and in England. There is not
now more than 80 cents difference between the market price of
pig iron in England and in the United States, and I think that
when we put a duty of a dollar and a half a ton we have
amply. protected the manufacturer of that product.

Mr. ALDRICH. I wondered if the Senator would be willing
to put all his amendments together and have them voted on?
This one has been voted on, as the Senator knows, and it would
save time greatly if the Senator would put in his amendments
and have them voted on as a whole.

Mr. CUMMINS. As soon as I have gone through them, which
I will do in a very few minutes, I intend to offer them as a
whole, and if the Senate is willing, to let it vote on them as a
whole, because they are, as I hope, parts of a harmonious whole
and are properly related to each other. .

I also offer an amendment to paragraph 118, which relates to
round iron in coils or rods. I ask to reduce the duty from six-
tenths of 1 cent per pound to four-tenths ef 1 cent per pound, or

a ton.

531 might as well say here that we have proceeded with a good
deal possibly of misunderstanding in discussing the duties upon
iron and steel. We assume that a ton of iron and steel is 2,000
pounds. As a matter of fact iron and steel in commerce are sold
by the long ton, and the duty is therefore correspondingly in-
creased ; that is, when the duty is calculated on 2,240 pounds it
is more, naturally, than when calculated upon a ton of 2,000
pounds.

I also amend, in line 11 of paragraph 118, that provision
which relates to iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other forms less
finished than iron in bars by reducing the rate from four-tenths
of a cent per pound to one-fourth of a cent per pound.

I say again, with respect to these items, that the duties I have
proposed are more than the difference between the market price
of these products in the United States and in our rival countries.

I also move to strike out paragraph 119 that was just before
the Senate and concerning which the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Bacox] made inquiry.

My substitute is as follows:

119. Beams, girders, jolsts, angles, channels, car-track channels, tees,
columns and posts or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and
bulb beams, and building forms, together with all other structural shapes
of iron or steel, whether plain, punched, or fitted for use, assembled and
manufactured, three-tenths of 1 cent per pound.

Now, if I may have the attention of the Senator from Georgia
for a moment, I think I can elucidate the diffienity which he
experienced a moment ago. The amendment just offered by the
Senator from Rhode Island to this paragraph does, indeed, re-
duce the duty upon certain structural forms of iron and steel
as compared with the original report, but the difficulty with the
report is that it eliminated originally all the structural iron and
steel, or substantially all of it, in the form In which it is sold
and bought, and increased the duty upon that phase of the prod-
uct nearly or wholly 50 per cent as compared not with the re-
port, but as compared with the Dingley law.

Now, structural iron and steel is bought after it has been
manufactured; it is bought after it has been punched; it is
bought after it has been assembled; it is bought after it has
been riveted together; and therefore when the committee elimi-
nates all such forms from the paragraph and attaches to them a
duty of 45 per cent ad valorem, it has increased the duty upon
this, the very largest product of our iron and steel mills, with
It increases the duty from $10 a
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ton, as it is in the Dingley law, to $16 a ton, as it is in this
report.

If there was any reason for that, I would not complain. But
let us compare just a moment the structural iron and steel so
assembled and so manufactured with some other product that
has reached about the same stage in development. Structural
iron and steel bear substantially the same relation in its orig-
inal form to the ingot that the steel rail bears to the ingot. It
is rolled and produced in substantially the same way. If then
must be punched and assembled or manufactured, as it is so
said. What additional price or cost is added to this form of steel
by that process? It iswell known to every man who has inquired
anything about this subject that steel rails are worth in the
market $28 a ton. What is structural steel assembled and manu-
factured worth? It is worth about $35 a ton. That is all the
difference between iron and steel rails and structural iron and
steel, a difference of $7 a ton, and that represents the entire
‘cost of the labor put upon the product in addition to that which
has been bestowed upon steel rails. Yet what do you see? You
see iron and steel rails with a duty, as reported by the com-
mittee, of $3.50 a ton, though they are worth $2S a ton, and you
see structural iron and steel inflicted or imposed with a duty of
$14, $15, or $16 a ton, although they are worth about $7 a ton
and more in the open market.

It seems to me there can be no defense for such a diserimina-
tion. We are buying a great deal of structural iron and steel
in these days. It is a product as necessary to our develop-
ment as are the steel rails. Why then do you put a duty of
45 per cent ad valorem upon this form, recognizing at the same
time that another form, which costs only $7 a ton less, shall bear
a duty of $3.50 a ton.

Yon will not be able to answer that question, Senators, when
it is asked of you in the future; much more will it become
difficult when it is known that structural iron and steel com-
mands in the English market a price of not to exceed $3 a
ton less than it commands in our market. It is selling there
now at about the same price as it sells in our own market, and
yet to protect it you are about to put upon it a duty of $14, $15
or $16 more a ton if the price shall rise to $40 a ton or
‘more. It is indefensible, and in order that it shall bear the
proper relation to other forms of iron and steel I have offered
;g;se amendments. I also offer an amendment to paragraph

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As part of the same amendment?
Does the Senator desire that to be considered as a part of the
whole scheme or as a separate amendment?

Mr. CUMMINS. I am willing that they shall all be con-
sided together, unless some Senator desires to separate them.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will have the oppor-
tunity to determine.

Mr. CUMMINS. Because this arrangement is proportionate
throughout. It relates these duties as they ought to be related,
as I view the question.

My next amendment is in paragraph 124. The change is to
reduce the duty on steel rails from seven-fortieths of a cent per
pound to six-fortieths of a cent per pound—that is, from $3.50
a ton to $3 a ton*—and to reduce the duty on fish plates and
splice bars from two-tenths of a cent to seven-fortieths of a cent
per pound.

My next amendment relates to iron or steel sheets, com-
mon steel sheets, and it is to reduce the duty correspondingly.
I need not take the time of the Senate in reading it. I propose
a substitute for paragraph 134, which relates to steel and iron
rods. I am trying to save the committee the humiliation of
attaching a higher duty to the steel rod than it attaches to a
subsequent product of the steel rod.

I also offer an amendment to paragraph 160, which relates to
wire nails. I have attached a duty to wire nails not less than
1 inch in length and not lighter than No. 16 wire gauge of
two-fifths of a cent per pound, and less than that of one-half
of a cent per pound. This inereases the duty originally re-
ported by the committee $3 a ton, and leaves the small nails
at the same point.

I also offer a new paragraph with regard to barbed wire. I
know that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Burkerr] has ren-
dered to the farmers of this country a conspicuous service,
and one which will be appreciated by them, in already securing
the reduction from about $50 a ton to $15 a ton, but it is never-
theless still twice as much as it ought to be. There is no possi-
ble defense in pufting the duty on barbed wire at a higher
point than the duty on wire nails or cut nails, and they are
both, according to my amendment, left at $8 per ton. y

Mr. President, these are my amendments, and I now present
them.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to considering
the amendments offered by the Senator from Iowa as one
amendment? The Chair hears none. The Secretary will state
the amendments.

The SECrRETARY. The amendments proposed by Mr. CUMMINS
to Schedule C are as follows:

Paragraph 116. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 116
and substitute the following:

116, Iron in pigs, iron kentledge, spiegeleisen, and ferromanganese,

$1.50 per ton; wrought and cast serap iron and scrap steel, 50 cents

per ton; but nothing shall be deemed scrap iron or scrap steel except

waste or refuse iron or steel which, having at one time been advanced
in manufacture to the final form for use, and, having been used, has
by such use become unfit for further use, and has become fit only to
be remanufactured.

Paragraph 118. In line 7 of paragraph 118 strike out the
word “ six-tenths” and insert “ four-tenths;"” and in line 11
strike out the word “ four-tenths” and insert “ one-fourth.”

Paragraph 119. Strike out the paragraph and substitute the
following therefor:

119. Beams, girders, joists, angles, channels, car-truck channels, tees,
columns and posts or parts or sections of columns and posts, deck and
bulb beams, and building forms, together with all other structural
shapes of iron or steel, whether plain, punched, or fitted for use, as-
sembled and manufactured, three-tenths of 1 cent per pound.

Paragraph 124. Strike out of line 22 the word * seven-forti-
eths” and insert “six-fortieths;" and to strike out of line 23
the word “ two-tenths " and insert * seven-fortieths.”

Paragraph 125, Strike from line 2, page 36, the word * five-
tenths ” and insert “ three-tenths;"” and strike from line 4 the
word “six-tenths” and insert * four-tenths.”

Paragraph 129. In line 16, after the word “blanks,” insert
the words “ two-tenths of 1 cent per pound.”

Paragraph 134. Strike out lines 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, and the word
“pound " in line 8, and substitute therefor the following:

134, Rtound iron or steel wire, not smaller than No. 13 wire gauge,
valued at not more than 2} cents per pound, three-tenths of 1 cent per
pound ; smaller than No. 13 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge,
valued at not more than 8} cents per pound, five-tenths of 1 cent per
pound ; smaller than No. 16 wire gauge, and valued at not more than 4
cents per pound, three-fourths of 1 cent per pound.

It is also proposed to insert, after the word * wire,” in line
8, on page 41, the words “ not herein specially provided for.”

Paragraph 160. Strike out the paragraph and the committee
amendments thereto and insert the following: :

160. Wire nails made of wrought ifron or steel, not less than 1 inch
in length and not lighter than No. 16 wire gauge, two-fifths of 1 cent
per pcund; less than 1 inch in length and lighter than No. 16 wire
gauge, one half of 1 cent per pound.

Insert as a new paragraph, 1604, as follows:

1603. Barbed wire for fencing, two-fifths of 1 cent per pound.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendments proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Com-
MINS].

Mr. CUMMINS.
ments.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I am paired for
the day with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoriMER].
If he were present, he would vote “nay.” I should vote * yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have a general pair with the
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stoxe]. I transfer that pair to
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. STeEPHENsON] and
vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. DANIEL. I am paired with the Senator from Maine
[Mr. Frye]. If he were present, he wounld vote *“nay,” and I
should vote “ yea.”

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I had
forgotten at the time I cast my vote that I had agreed for the
present with the Senator from Rhede Island to stand paired
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare]. I therefore with-
draw my vote. I presume, if present, the Senator from Maine
would vote “nay.” I should vote * yea.”

My, SCOTT. My colleague [Mr. ELkins] is on his way to
the Chamber, but has not yet arrived. He is paired with the
Senator from Texas [Mr. Barcey]. If he were here, my col-
league would vote “ nay.”

Mr. NELSON. My colleague [Mr. Crare] is unavoidably
absent from the Chamber. If he were present, he would vote
LS ea-”

3lr\ir. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the Senator from
Nevada [Mr. Newranps] is paired with the Senator from Con-
necticut [Mr. BurLgeLEY], and that the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. CrLargE] is paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr.
RICHARDSON].

I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend-
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The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 40, as tollows‘

. YEAS—31.
Btmkhead Cummins Gore Owen

Borah Curtis Hu hes Shively
Bristow Davis La Follette Smith, 8. C.
Brown Dolliver MecLaurin Btone
Chamberlain Fletcher Martin Taliaferro
Clay Foster Money Taylor
Crawford Frazier Nelson Tillman
Culberson Gamble Overman

NAYS—40.
Aldrich Crane J ohnson, N. Dak. Perkins
Bradley Cullom Jones Piles
Brandegee Depew Kean Root
Briggs Dick Lodge Scott
Burkett Dillingham McCumber Smith, Mich.
Burnham Dixon MecEnery Smoot
Burrows Flint Nixon Sutherland
Burton Gallinger Oliver Warner
Carter Guggenheim Page Warren
Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Penrose Wetmore
NOT VOTING—21. 4

Bacon Clarke. Ark. Johnston, Ala. Simmons
Bailey Danie! Lorimer Smith, Md.
Beveridge dua Pont Newlands Stephenson
Bourne Elkin Paynter
Bulkeley Frye Rayner
Clapp Hale Richardson

So the amendments of Mr, CuMMINS were rejected.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the paragraph be agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, paragraph 119
is agreed to as amended.

Mr. ALDRICH. And all the other paragraphs.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. All the others were agreed to. The
vote did not affect them.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask to return to paragraph 470,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will
consider paragraph 470,

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 470, after the word “ paper,”
in line 5, I move to insert “ or lace.” The habit has sprung up
of late of importing lace on umbrellas. This is to obviate that.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SEcRETARY. On page 187, paragraph 470, relating to
umbrellas, parasols, and so forth, in line 5, after the word
5y p.iper” uud before the comma, it is proposed to insert the
words * ce,”

Mr. BACO\I Will the Senator permit me to ask him what
is the effect of the amendment including the words “or lace?”

Mr. ALDRICH. It makes them pay duty.

Mr. BACON. Is the lace dutiable under another paragraph?

Mr. ALDRICH. The habit has sprung up lately of importing
lace upon umbrellas, and it is for the purpose of preventing
that.

Mr. BACON. In other words, the lace will be dutiable under
another paragraph.

Mr. ALDRICH. TUnder the lace paragraph, instead of under
this paragraph.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The questlon is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask to return to paragraph 186.

The VICE-PRESIDENT., Without objection, the Senate will
consider paragraph 186.

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 186, on line 23, after the word
“ plated,” I move to insert the words “ with gold or silver.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 62, paragraph 186, line 23, after the
words “not plated,” it is proposed to insert * with gold or sil-
ver " before the comma.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 221, paragraph T08%, in line 6, I
move to strike out the words *“ briar root or briar wood and.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will
return to paragraph T0S3.

Mr. ALDRICH. T ask that the words *‘ briar root or briar
wood and ™ be stricken out. These were put upon the dutiable
list upon the motion of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
ScorT].

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The 8ecreTArY. On page 221, in paragraph T08%, in the com-
mittee amendment, in line 6, it is proposed to strike out the
words “ briar root or briar wood and.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to,

Mr. MARTIN., Mr. President, while we are on that para-

graph, there is a small amendment that I think ought to be
added in reference to red cedar. As the paragraph stands, it
can be imported hewn or round. I want the provision so
amended that it may be imported hewn, sided, squared, or
round—just the addition of the words * sided, squared.”
- Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am not sure about the de-
scription. Red cedar certainly ought not to be put on the free
list if it is in the shape of lumber; otherwise, we would be ad-
mitting eedar lumber free in all forms. If there can be a de-
scription of cedar which the Senator——

Mr. MARTIN. It is limited to red cedar——

Mr. ALDRICH. “Red cedar” may include all cedars, for
all cedars are more or less red.

Mr. MARTIN. The amendment that I offer is after the word
“only,” in line 5, to strike out the semicolon and insert a
comma, and then add after the comma the words “and red
cedar (Juniperus Virginiana) timber, hewn, sided, squared, or
round: Provided, That it is not used in the original shape in
which it is brought in.”

Mr. ALDRICH. The words “ Provided, That it is not used
in the original shape” would not do, because it could not be
used, to begin with, in the original shape in which it is brought
in,

Mr. MARTIN. Very well; let those words be stricken out.
The amendment was sent to me in that shape. Those who are
in the business suggested it, and the proposed amendment fol-
lows the language used in several other places in reference to
other commodities. For myself, I do not see how it can be
effective. So I will leave out the words * Provided, That it is
not used in the original shape in which it is brought in,” and
let the amendment stop at the end of the word * round.”

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to the amendment going
in, and the committee will later examine it.

Mr. MARTIN. I am sure that when the committee examines
it it will see that the amendment is desirable.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 221, line 5, at the end of the line,
after the word “only " and before the semicolon, it is proposed
to insert a comma and the words “and red cedar (Juniperus
Virginiana) timber, hewn, sided, squared, or round.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 521, on page 201, I move to
strike out the words “ catgut, \\hip gut, or worm gut® and
insert “animal intestines.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will
consider paragraph 521. The amendment will be stated.

The Secererary. On page 201, paragraph 521, line 9, strike
out the words “ catgut, whip gut, or worm gut™ and insert the
words “animal intestines.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that completes all the paragraphs
that have been passed over, except the one in relation to cotton.
The Senator from Georgia [Mr. BacoN] has an amendment in
reference to that, I think.

Mr. BACON. I ask that the amendment which I propose to
paragraph 541 may be read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, paragraph 541
will be considered by the Senate. The Secretary will state the
amendment.

The SecReTARY. After the word “cotton,” in line 2, insert
“ having fiber or staple not less than 1} inches in length.”

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest to the Senator from
Georgia, as he intends to follow this, I suppose, with an amend-
ment on the dutiable list, that he offer his amendment to the
dutiable list and have a direct vote upon that.

Mr. BACON. I prefer to do it in this way.

Mr. ALDRICH. It amounts to the same thing, take it one
way or the other.

Mr. BACON, That depends. If the Senator will consent or,
rather, should it be determined to put it upon the dutiable
list, it will be time enough then to determine what the duty
should be. I hope I may have the attention of the Senate,
becanse I am sure that there are some matters that I wish
to present to it which are not generally known, or to which,
at least, it has not had its attention attracted.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Georgia
give his attention to the amendment, so that the Secretary may
be certain that the amendment has been correctly stated? The
Secretary will restate the amendment.
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The SECRETARY. After the word ‘ cotton,” and before the
COI!;.IS:.’ insert “ having fiber or staple not less than 1% inches in
len X

Mr. BACON. That is right.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The word “not" is correct?

Mr. BACON. Yes. I am not going to be long, Mr. President,
and I should like to have the attention of the Senate. I can
not have it, if there is so much conversation.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators will please cease conver-
sation.

Mr. BACON, Mr. President, the paragraph as it now stands
in the bill puts all ecotton on the free list. The purpose of the
amendment is to remove long-staple cotton from the free list.
So far as relates to the common article of cotton, that which
is generally known as the “ commercial cotton” of the country,
it is entirely proper and in accordance with the wishes of those
who are most interested in cotton that it should be on the free
list. I suppose ninety-nine one-hundredths or more of all the
cotton that is raised is of the common upland variety, and there
is no disposition——

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Florida?

Mr, FLETCHER. I merely want to suggest to the Senator
that I do not think the amendment has been stated as he in-
tended.

Mr. BACON. Yes; it has.

Mr. FLETCHER. It was read “not less than 1% inches.”

Mr. BACON. Yes.

Mr. FLETCHER. I think it should be, *having fiber or
staples less than 1} inches.”

Mr. BACON. The Senator is correct about it. The word
“not” ought not to be in there. I have it here correctly
written in the copy before me without the word “mnot,” but at
the moment of the inguiry I was confused.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be corrected
by the Secretary.

Mr. BACON. I wrote it originally in the way the Senator
from Florida suggests.

I repeat, Mr. President, that the provision of the bill which
puts the common article of cotton on the free list is one which
meets with the entire approval of all those who are interested
in cotton, and it is not proposed to change that. The common
article of cotton, known to the commercial world generally as
‘“ cotton,” ought to be on the free list, and if there were a prop-
osition to put it upon the dutiable list, it would be resisted.

The Senate will remember that when the proposition was
made to put cotton-seed oil upon the dutiable list it was ob-
jected to by Senators representing the section of the country
interested in that product on the ground that there is little or
no importation of it, and that it would be a delusion and a
gsham to put it upon the dutiable list. For that reason this
amendment proposes to state the duty in such a way that any
effort to remove it to the free list can not apply to the common
article of cotton, of which there are some 13,000,000 bales made
annually, whereas as to another kind of cotton, there are less
than 100,000 bales made in the entire country; that is, esti-
mating the amount by the 500-pound bale as a standard.

It may be a matter of some little interest and somewhat of
surprise to the Senate to know that in the year 1907—the date
of the last Statistical Abstract—there were, in round numbers,
210,000 bales of what is known as “ long-staple ” cotton imported
into the country. It is a class of cotton which is not used at
all for the ordinary manufactures of cotton. It is used only
in the manufacture of very high-class goods, such as cotton
laces, a very high grade of knit underwear, and things of that
kind. Almost every pound of the Egyptian cotton goes to one
section of the country—New England. I do not suppose a single
pound of it eomes south of New York City; certainly not, unless
it is to New Jersey and possibly Pennsylvania.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I have to call the Senator’s
attention to the fact that he gave me a letter from the Bibb
Manufacturing Company, in which they stated that they had a
plant costing a million dollars engaged in the production of fine
yarns from Egyptian and other long-staple cottons.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I did not read the letter. :

Mr. ALDRICH. That statement could be amplified indefi-
nitely for every part of the South and every part of New
England. :

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator yield to me for a sug-
gestion?

Mr. BACON. Let me go on for just a few moments.

Mr. TILLMAN. I simply want to suggest that this is not a
spectional matter.

Mr. BACON. I know that.

Mr. TILLMAN. And the fact that some New England mills
use it and other southern mills use it has nothing to do with
the tariff. J

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have never read the letter
which I handed to the Senator, and the Senator knows the cir-
cumstances under which I gave it to him. I presume it is a
fact that goods of the class manufactured in the factory to
which he alludes are made entirely of domestic long-staple
cotton. It would be very foolish for them, when such cotton is
raised in Georgia, to import it from Egypt for the purpose of
making that class of goods. i

Mr. ALDRICH. But the long-staple cotton raised in Georgia
does not and can not take the place of the Egyptian cotton, as
the Senator ought to know.

Mr. BACON. Very well; I withdraw that part of my state-
ment, if the Senator desires. I want to eall attention, though,
to the quantity and the class of this cotton. In giving guanti-
ties I shall use the term “ bales,” meaning by that 500 pounds;
for that is generally understood as the standard of a bale of
cotton, although the long-staple cotton is not put up in bales
of that weight. Reducing the figures to bales of that standard,
there were imported into the United States in 1907, in round
numbers, 210,000 bales of cotton of this class, about four-fifths
of which came from Egypt, and is known as the “ Egyptian
long-staple cotton,” which, as I am informed by cotton experts
in New York, varies in length of staple from 1} to 1§ inches.
That is the cotton out of which the class of goods I have spoken
of is made—laces, fine knit underwear, and high-class goods of
all kinds. One-fifth of the cotton comes from Peru, and is
not the same kind of cotton at all. It is described by the New
York experts as a rough, crinkly cotton, which is not used at
all in cotton manufactures, but is used altogether in wool manu-
factures. It is imported into this country and mixed with
wool. It is not used in any cotton factories.

There is the situation—210,000 bales imported, four-fifths of
the total being the Egyptian cotton, which goes into high-class
cotton goods, and one-fifth of it being the Peruvian cotton, which
goes-altogether into woolen goods.

When the Dingley bill was before the Senate I offered an
amendment proposing a duty of 20 per cent upon that class of
cotton. It passed the Senate and went into the conference com-
mittee, where it was rejected. I have added up the importa-
tions of cotton between the time that amendment was offered
by me and the year 1907 and the value of the same, according
to the Statistical Abstract. I find that if that amendment had
stood there would to-day have been in the United States Treas-
ury $20,000,000 more than there is. And if the imports of 1908
and 1809 have been the same each year as they were in 1907
there would have been in the Treasury nearly $30,000,000 more
than there is to-day. And I want to add that if the duty I then
proposed were now imposed on long-staple cotton, and if the
same amount is imported hereafter as was imported in the year
1907, approximately $40,000,000 of revenue will be derived from
it in the next ten years.

The other day, when an effort was made to put grain sacks
and guano sacks on the free list, the Senator from Rhode Island
was very much disturbed by the suggestion, made by himself,
that to do so would deprive the Government of a large amount
of revenue. I want to say that if the Senator was simply op-
posing the grain-sack matter on account of revenue, there is an
opportunity here, by the adoption of this amendment and by
putting a proper revenue duty upon this cotton, of making up
certainly a very large part of what would be lost if the duty
were removed from grain sacks. I hope the Senator will re-
consider and put grain sacks on the free list, and make up the
loss in revenue this way.

While I am not going to speak at all elaborately upon this
point, I wish to call attention to the fact that certain duties
are imposed upon all the great staples of the country; and
I wish to call attention to the amount of revenue that it is
estimated will be received therefrom. I take these figures
from the Book of Estimates the Finance Committee has fur-
nished us. The revenue from barley, with an ad wvalorem
duty of 53.64 per cent are placed at $3,544 annually; from corn,
with an ad valorem of 23.96 per cent, the revenues are esti-
mated at $1,807 annually; from oats, with an ad valorem duty
of 43 per cent, the revenues are estimated at $7,425; from rice,
which has a very high duty, 62.66 per cent, the revenue is placed
at $539,081; from rye, with an ad valorem duty of 25 per cent,
the revenue is estimated at $31.50; from wheat, with an ad
valorem duty of 34.62 per cent, the revenue is placed at $5,742.
Therefore, from those six great staples, the entire estimated
revenue is $557,720.

The value of the 210,000 bales of cotton that I have referred
to is $19,930,988—or, in round numbers, twenty millions of
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dollars. A duty of 20 per cent upon that would yield to the
Government a revenue of $4,000,000 a year. Four million dol-
lars a year is, in round numbers, eight times as much as the
revenue on barley, corn, oats, rice, rye, and wheat, all put to-
gether. I think that that is a pretty good showing as a rev-
enue proposition.

Mr. ALDRICH rose.

Mr. BACON. .If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I
am nearly through.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—

Mr. BACON. I will hear the Senator now if he prefers to
have me.

Mr. ALDRICH. If we should put an excise tax of 10 cents
a pound on raw cotton, the amount of revenue to be derived
would be much greater than what the Senator now suggests.

Mr. BACON. Yes; but that is not a pertinent suggestion,
AMr. President, and I shall not reply to it. It is not a pertinent
suggestion; and I am sure that no Senator within the sound of
my voice will deny that it is not a pertinent suggestion, or
claim that I am not right in not replying to it.

As I said, Mr. President, an importation of this cotton to the
value of $20,000,000 a year, with a revenue duty of 20 per cent—
which everyone will admit is a reasonable revenue duty—would
yield $4,000,000 a year. Now I want to call attention to some-
thing which may impress Senators with the discriminations that
exist here. The importation of cotton is in value about half of
the entire importation of wool; and if you were to put the same
duty on long-staple cotton that you put on wool, you would have
a revenue of $9,000,000 a year. What an outery there would be
if there were a suggestion at this time of putting wool upon the
free list, and how much we would hear, as we heard on Satur-
day, when the proposal was made to put grain sacks on the free
list, about the destruction of the revenues of the Government.

1 should not be in favor of putting the same duty upon long-
staple cotton that is put upon wool, because I regard the latter
as a protective duty. But I should be glad to see wool and
long-staple cotton put upon the same basis as far as a legiti-
mate, reasonable, revenue duty is concerned. There is no rea-
son in the world that can be urged in favor of a revenue duty
upon wool that can not be urged with equal strength in favor
of a revenue duty upon long-staple cotton. In each case, of
course, it adds to the expense of manufacture. In each case
the duty upon it necessarily enhances the price of the goods
thus manufactured. That is, it enhances the price provided the
article is not protected by a tariff so high, as I think I can show
to be the case with cotton manufactures, that there is no excuse
for any increase of the price.

I want to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. ArpricH] to the statement I am about to make, and I hope
I may also have the attention of the senior Senator from Iowa
[Mr. Dorriver], because I may have to appeal to him, before I
get through, on one proposition. I know the argument the
Senator from Rhode Island will use against the imposition of
this revenue duty. The same argument was made twelve years
ago, and the Senator has made the same argument to me in
private.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I was not in the Senate
twelve years ago when this paragraph was adopted ; that is, I was
not present, So the Senator is mistaken about the argument I
made twelve years ago. %

Mr. BACON. The Senator was not in the Senate?

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not present, I think, when this matter
came up.

Mr. BACON. I did not say the Senator made the argument
twelve years ago, though I think he did; but I mean that it
was made by those who opposed the duty. The Senator from
Rhode Island and the then senior Senator from Iowa, Mr.
Allison, were the Senators in charge of the bill and actively
engaged in its consideration, and I think the Senator from
g]m;de Island was present. However, I may be mistaken about

at.

The argument to which I refer is that to impose a revenue
duty upon long-staple cotton will necessitate an increase of the
duty upon the class of goods into which that cotton goes in
process of manufacture; and that if a duty is put upon long-
staple cotton, it will be necessary to raise the rate of duty now
imposed upon cotton laces and the high-class cotton goods that
are made out of Egyptian cotton.

My reply to that argument is this: I do not think it is a good
argument in any particular; but it is particularly not a sound
argument in this case, for the reason that in this bill the duties
upon cotton goods of that particular class have been raised so
high that, as fixed already in the bill, they would cover any
proper revenue duty that might be imposed upon the raw mate-
rial employed in their manufacture.

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dortiver], in the remarkable
speech he made upon this subject, demonstrated that proposition,
as to the tremendous increase which has been made in the
duty upon cotton goods of that class. It was up then to about
60 per cent; and there was, under that range of duties, more
than full room for the imposition of a proper revenue duty upon
the material used in their manufacture. But since then, Mr.
President, within the last two or three days the Senator from
Rhode Island, with the facility which he enjoys to the exclu-
sion of everyone else in the Senate, sent to the desk a little slip
of paper an inch deep and the width of a page, increasing these
duties 10 per cent and making them 70 instead of 60 per cent.
Therefore I say there can be no possible excuse for the conten-
tion that the imposition of this duty would necessitate an in-
crease of the duty on the manufactured goods.

If 20 per cent duty upon the long-staple cotton is too much,
make it lower. I am not standing on that., I am not now pro-
posing any hard and fast duty, but I am using that by way of
illustration. The question here is simply this: Shall long-staple
cotton be free or shall it be dutiable? If it is to be dutiable,
the question as to what the duty shall be will come up later.

What I have said about Egyptian cotton is equally true of
Peruvian cotton. Peruvian cotton has no competitor in this
country. Egyptian cotton has a very slight competitor. In the
entire United States less than 100,000 bales of this long-staple
cotton are produced. It is of a different variety from the other
cotton. It is, in fact, a different plant; it has a different seed;
it is ginned by a different process.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. BACON. I do.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I would be glad if the Senator would state
why more of this cotton is not made. The price seems to be
almost twice that of the other cotton. Are there any geograph-
ical limitations?

Mr. BACON. There are geographieal limitations upon it, and
I am glad the Senator asked my attention to it. I was born and
reared as a child in a section of country where they made no
other cotton except the sea-island cotton—our long-staple cotton.
I never saw the article commonly known as “ cotton "—that is,
the upland cotton—until I was 14 or 15 years of age, when I
went to the upcountry. This cotton was originally grown on
the seacoast of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida. Laiterly
it has been introduced in some degree into the interior, but it
has to be within the influence of sea air. It can nof be grown
outside of certain geographical limitations. When you get a
certain distance from the seashore it can not be grown success-
fully. That, I think, is the answer.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Is all the productive territory now occu-
pied? Would it be possible by the imposition of duties to en-
large the production?

Mr. BACON. I do not know that it would, and I do not ask
it for the purpose of enlarging it. I will say to the Senator
it is a plant different in its growth from the ordinary cotton.
It has an extremely small boll. I ecan recollect when I was a
child it was considered that the women were better adapted to
picking the cotton than the men, because their fingers were
smaller and they could the more easily get into the boll.

I do not know that its production would be increased. It
is not a plant so easily cultivated as the other. It is not so
productive as the other, and I doubt very much if there is any
more money—in fact, I am quite confident there is no more
money—in the raising of this cotton than in the raising of the
other, because of the difficulties in its cultivation and the less
product there is with a given amount of labor and a given area
of territory.

When I was interrupted by the Senator from Iowa I was pro-
ceeding to say so far as Peruvian cotton is concerned, of which
there is imported about one-fifth of the entire import of foreign
product, that there is no competitor whatever in this country
for it. There is no cotton raised in the United States that takes
the place of the Peruvian cotton. It is a coarse cotton. As
described in the language of the New York experts who have
given me the information, it is a “ erinkly ” cotton, and is known
as “vegetable wool.” It is commonly called “ vegetable wool,”
and is used only in admixtures with wool in the manufacture of
woolen goods.

What I said about the high prices of these cotton goods ap-
plies to the prices of the woolen goods into which the Peruvian
cotton goes. No question of protection can come in there, be-
cause there is no cotton of the kind raised in the United States
or anywhere else that I know of except in Peru, and some forty
or fifty thousand bales of that cotton come into this country
free of duty, which has no competitor in the United &tates;
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that is estimating the bales at the standard of 500 pounds,
although the bales are not of this standard.

Mr. TILLMAN. What does it sell at?

Mr. BACON. I do not know; but I think it is probably worth
more than sea-island cotton. It is a longer staple; I will not
say longer staple. The average of the Egyptian cotton, as
given to me by New York experts, is about one and a half. The
minimum is one and one-eighth, running from one and one-
eighth up to one and five-eights.

My informants say:

3 Rough Peruvian has strong, rough, crinkly staple, 1§ to 1} inches
ong.

There is not much difference in the staple of that and long-
staple cotton, but there can be, as to that, no pessible ground of
criticism upon it as a strictly revenue article.

Mr. TILLMAN. What is the staple of the Egyptian cotton?

Mr. BACON. Egyptian, one and one-eighth to one and five-
eighths. I will state that this information I get from a cotton
firm in New York, which is entirely reliable. The Peruvian
is from 1§ to 1} inches long.

I repeat that, so far as the Peruvian cotton is concerned, there
can be no possible eriticism upon the proposition to put it upon
the dutiable list with any purpose to have any protective in-
fluence, because there is none raised in the United States, and
it is not used for any purpose for which any American cotton
is used. It is purely that much, forty or fifty thousand bales
coming into this conntry every year, used by the wool manu-
facturers, which they get free of duty, at a time when in this
bill woolen goods composed in part or in whole of wool, which
would include goods with this Peruvian admixture, are fixed
at over 100 per cent, and from that up to 140 per cent.

Mr. President, I repeat that I am not now asking for the
imposition of any duty. I think this foreign long-staple cotton
is a proper subject of revenue, and therefore I have separated it
from any question of the amount of duty, and I have just
simply brought up squarely the question whether it shall be
on the free list or the dutiable list.

Mr. MARTIN. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia
a question. Does the Senator think this duty, if imposed, would
increase the cost to the consumers of certain classes of cotton
fabries? 1

Mr. BACON. I have answered that. I suppose the Senator
was not in the Chamber.

Mr. MARTIN. I was not.

Mr. BACON. I will repeat it. I ecalled attention to the
fact that that was the objection urged against it, and I ealled
attention to the fact that the kind of fabries in the manufac-
ture of which this long-staple cofton is employed were not
common cotton goods at all. It is used only in making laces
and in high-grade goods of that kind—very high grade knit
underwear, and possibly some of the very highest class of cot-
ton manufactures, but nothing of the common sheeting or
shirting.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President—

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment, I
called attention to the fact that while that might be an objee-
tion under ordinary circumstances that in this particular bill,
as had been shown by the Senator from Iowa in his speech, the
class of cotton goods in which this Egyptian cotton goes is a
elass of goods which in this bill has had a duty imposed upon
it, I think, of 40 or 50 per cent higher than ever before. In
other words, it has gone up to 60 per cent, and within the last
three days the Senator from Rhode Island has by an amend-
ment put a duty of 70 per cent upon it. So there is opportunity
for the manufacture of these goods, with this rate of duty,
without giving them free raw material and without inereasing
the price to the consumer if they do not have free raw material.

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Virginia will wait until
the Senator from Georgia has concluded his remarks, T will
undertake to answer the guestion in a very different way from
that in which the Senator from Georgian has answered if.

Mr. MARTIN. I want to get a satisfactory opinion, if I can,
from the Senator from Georgia. If I understand him correctly,
he admits that this duty would increase the cost to the consumer
of certain kinds of material.

Mr. BACON. I do not admit it at all, On the contrary, I
deny it.

Mr. MARTIN. Even on the fine fabries—laces—the prices
will not be increased?

Mr. BACON. I do not say the prices will not be increased:;
but they ought not tobe.

Mr. MARTIN. I want to know what the legitimate effect
will be.

Mr. BACON. The legitimate effect of it would be that the
prices would not be increased, because the rates of duty have

been fixed so high that they do not need free raw material.
That is the reply.

Mr. MARTIN. Then the opinion of the Senator from Georgia
is it will not tend to increase prices?

Mr. BACON. Certainly not, unless they abuse the oppor-
tunity given them by the amendment of the Senator from IRRhode
Island.

Mr. MARTIN. Did the Senator ever know a manufacturer
to fail to abuse such an opportunity?

Mr. BACON. That may be. I am rather inclined to think
they will abuse it whenever they have the opportunity. Dut
that is no reason why the interests of the Government, to say
nothing of the interests of anybody else, should be sacrificed.
The same thing would apply to wool or any other raw material,
If the Senator is in favor of all free raw materials, the argument
is good; if not, it is not. There is no reason why one raw
material should be given to the manufacturer free on the ground
that if he does not have it he would abuse his opportunity to
raise prices unless the same argument is applied to all others.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the speech of the Senator from
Georgia is rather an extraordinary one. 1 was curious to see
what argument the Senator would adduece for the imposition of
this duty. The Senator says there are 100,000 bales of long-
staple cotton produced in the United States.

Mr. BACON. Less than that.

AMr. ALDRICH. Less than that. It is entirely produced in
three States—in Georgia and South Carolina and Florida. He
says that the area can not be inereased, and that the production
ean not be increased largely.

My, BACON. I did not say it could not be,

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, probably it could not be.
ator will permit me——

Mr. BACON. I will state, in order that the Senator may
have it accurately, that it can not be enlarged beyond a certain
distance from the seashore.

Mr. ALDRICH. I supposed, of course, the Senator from
Georgla was going to ask for the imposition of this duty merely
for protective purposes under the guise of a duty for revenue
only; but it seems that there is no protection in it, according
to the Senator's statement. It is only a question of imposing
4 cents a pound on Egyptian cotton. Now, Egyptian cotton does
not compete with the cotton produced in the United States in
color and in texture. It has a use of its own, and the long-staple
cotton raised in Georgia, South Carolina, and Florida does not
compete and can not compete in the large part of uses with the
Egyptian cotfon at all. Egyptian cotton, as the Senator says,
ijs used in the manufacture of laces. There are very few laces
made in the United States.

The rates which are imposed under the amendment which I
suggested a few days ago are not upon such laces as are made
in the United States, and not a pound of Egyptian cotton im-
ported into the United States is used at all in the manufacture
of that class of laces. KEgyptian cotton goes into fabrics of all
kinds where the particular color and particular texture and
particular length of staple are necessary. It is used in the
development and diversification of cotton making in every
State in the Union. It is used very largely in the Senator’s
own State, and it will be used very largely in the State of South
Carolina, because in the manufacture of certain fabries in com-
mon use they are obliged to buy Egyptian cotton.

I make this proposition: That a duaty of 4 cents a pound on
Egyptian cotton would be added to the cost of Egyptian cotton
imported in the United States. There is no competition here.
Every cent of it will be added to the cost of the cotton that is
imported, and every cent of it will be added to the cost of the
fabrics which are made from cotton. It is mixed with the
cotton grown in all the cotton-growing States of the Union.

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator mean to say that Egyptian
cotton is mixed with common cotton out of which common sheet-
ing and shirting is made?

Mr. ALDRICH. Tt is very offen mixed. T have very great
confidence in the Senator’s judgment, and 1 do not believe——

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator say that it is used in common
sheeting and shirting? Does the Senator say that?

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not made any statement of that kind.

Mr. BACON. The Senater did say it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not. [I could not have said it.

Mr. BACON. The Senutor then says that is not?

Mr. ALDRICH. That is an impossible question to answer.
The Senator might as well ask me if 2 and 2 make 6.

Mr. BACON. Very well. The fabries made from Egyptian
eotton do not correspond with the eotton.used in common sheet-
ing and shirting.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have made the statement that Egyptian
cotton is used in fabrics in common use. I repeat that. There

If the Sen-
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is no woman in the State of Georgia to-day, probably, who is
not wearing garments that are made from long-staple cotfon,
from Egyptian and other cotton of that size. It is in use in
every family in the State of Georgia. The duty will be added
to the cost. There is no escape from it. It will add to the
cost of every pound of Egyptian cotton brought to the United
States and to the cost of every article made of Egyptian cotton.
For what good? For protection? No; the Senator from Georgia
is not willing to admit that it is for protection. The Senator
from Georgia has voted consistently and persistently for free
wool and for free everything else.

Mr. BACON. The Senator is mistaken.

Mr. ALDRICH. Did not the Senator vote for free wool in
18947

Mr. BACON. I did not. I was not in Congress at that time.

Mr. ALDRICH. In 1897 he voted for free wool.

Mr. BACON. I have no recollection of doing so.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no guestion but that the Senator
voted for free wool in 1897.

Mr. BACON. I voted in accord with the views I then had and
still have for duties that would bring revenue for the support
of the Government, and so I cast my vote.

Mr. ALDRICH. As far as I know, the Senator has always
voted consistently, as I said, and persistently for a repeal of
duties on everything.

Mr. BACON. I am glad to be so considered.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, the Senator for some reason or other
creates an impression——

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from South Carolina will par-
don me, I will say that I have been urged to vote for a higher
rate of duty upon this article than I would agree to do.

Mr. ALDRICH. Urged by whom?

Mr. BACON. By some of those who are interested in it

Mr. ALDRICH. Who is interested in it?

Mr. BACON. The cotton growers.

Mr. ALDRICH. Do the cotton growers think——

Mr. BACON. If I may be permitted to proceed——

Mr. ALDRICH (continuing). Every duty on cotton is not a
protective measure? I thought the Senator from Georgia de-
clined to offer a protective duty for the people he represents
here. I should say that 4 cents a pound is a pretty large duty
on cotton myself, especially upon manufactures produced in the
United States, where the duty will impose an additional eost
upon everybody who buys cotton goods.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—

Mr. ALDRICH. I will yield to the Senator.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have been on the floor for
the last fiffeen or twenty minutes.

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon.

Mr. TILLMAN. Perhaps I know more about sea-island cot-
ton than the Senafor from Georgia.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator wants o give me light, T will
be glad to see.

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to help you out, if I can, and en-
lighten you a little, if that be possible. I have myself grown
two crops of sea-island cotton and seen it picked and sold. The
Senator from Georgia has had nothing to do with sea-island
cotton except, possibly, to see it along a railroad in southeast
Georgia since his boyhood.

I know the land adapted to the cultivation of sea-island
cotton in southeast Georgia, running inland, say, 80 miles from
the sea, and on the Florida Peninsula. I believed I could make
a million or two bales of that eotton. But the caterpillar got
away with it for me. I Ieft Florida after having grown two
crops of sea-island cotton. The first year I got 55 cents a
pound. That was in 1867. The second year I got a dollar a
pound. How much did I make? The caterpillars eame the 4th
day of July. I had a prospect of 10 bales on about 30 acres.
On Saturday evening I rode over the field, and, like the milk-
maid with the pail on her head, I calculated my profits. On
Monday morning there was not a leaf or a square or a boll that
had not been stripped clean. I made just 1 bale on the 30 acres.
I decided to go back to South Carolina,

Now, coming to the question——

Mr. ALDRICH. I was trying to make this speech myself, as
I believe I have the floor.

Mr, TILLMAN, I will yield the Senator the floor. It belongs
to him, anyhow.

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not conceive how the Senator from
Georgia, with his well-known views upon all these subjects, can
possibly ask the Senate to adopt a protective duty or high duty
upon an article not produced in the United States when he says
g.;mtze;_t it can have no effect upon the producers in the United

a

When this matiter was up in the Senate before, the Senator
from Georgia had a colloquy with the Senator from Texas, in
which both Senators agreed that there was a duty upon cotton
in all the earlier years, and it was taken off for the benefit of
the manufacturers. Now, let us see what the facts were in
that respect: The duty on cotton was first placed in the act of
1816 by Mr. Calhoun and his associates. It remained upon the
dutiable list until 1846, The Senator from Georgia has himself
had printed as a document Mr. Robert J. Walker’s well-known
report upon the act of 1846, and I want to show fo the Senate
how the duty upon cotton came to be taken off and who took
it off. Mr. Walker says in that report:

Accompanying the drawback of the duty on cotton bagging should be
the repeal of the duty on foreign cotton, which is inoperative and de-
lusive and not by the domestic producer.

That is the gentleman who had the duty taken off,

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. ALDRICH., Not now; wait a minute. He is the gentle-
man who had the duty removed from cotton. It was this Demo-
cratic Secretary of the Treasury, who has been appealed to so
constantly by Senators upon the other side as the great apostle
of Democratic tariff, and it was the act of 1846, which has also
been appealed fo by the Senator from Georgia and by the Sena-
tor from Texas as the model tariff, that took the duty off of
cotton, becanse it was inoperative and delusive and not desired
by the producer. It was taken off by the vote of every Demo-
cratic Senator and every Democratic Representative in 1846,
after having been on the dutiable list from 1816 to 1846.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me?

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not now. It reappeared again. When?
It reappeared in 1867, when the cotton of the South had been
sent to Europe and was coming back to this country. It had
belonged Iargely to southern planters or to the southern con-
federacy and was coming back here, and it was decided by Con-
gress to put a revenue duiy upon cotton. Cotton was then
worth 36 to 40 cents a pound. It was put on and stayed on
until 1872, when it was taken off, and it has been on the free
list ever since. So there never has been an attempt by any
Demoeratic Congress or by any Democratic representative, ex-
cept the Senator from Georgia, to reimpose this duty upon eot-
ton, There can not be a plainer case where a duty must be
sought to be imposed, because there is no other sensible hypothe-
sis upon which a Senator can ask fo have the duty imposed,
because it will either protect the few people, few or greater,
I do not know how many, who are engaged in raising sea-island
cotton in the three States mentioned. There is no justification
for it as a revenue duty. If it is imposed, it will add 5 or 6
cents a pound to the cost of every article and every fabric in
which sea-island cotton is used, because nothing can take the
place either in color and in texture and in length of staple.
Why should the Senate of the United States be asked fo im-
pose this duty of 4 cents a pound or 30 per cent ad valorem
upon this article which is not made in the United States, which
can not be made here, and which, with the limited amount of
importations, would be simply added to the cost of the fabries
made in this country?

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am entirely familiar with the
extract from Mr. Walker's report which was read by the hon-
orable Senator.

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator could not have been——

Mr. BACON. Pardon me a moment. I fried to interrupt the
Senator and he would not let me. I will not be equally un-
gracious to the Senator, however; I will yield to him in a mo-
ment. I simply want to reply to the suggestion of the Senator
that loyalty to the teachings of R. J. Walker requires that we
should not now advocate this duty, because, as stated by R. J.
Walker in his celebrated paper, it was a delusion and a snare.
Will the Senator turn me to the page he read from?

Mr. ALDRICH. I was reading from the original reporf. I
was not reading from the reprint.

Mr. BACON. Very well; that is it practically.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is on the sixth page of his report as Sec-
retary of the Treasury of 1845.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President——

Mr, TILLMAN, I call attention to the fact that at that time
there was no Egyptian cotton.

My, BACON. I am trying my best to show——

Mr. TILLMAN. I will not interrupt the Senator again. He
gets fidgety when a Democrat gets up to help him. I will not
bother him any more.

Mr. BACON. I am sorry to have irritated the honorable
Senator. I had no such desire.

If the conditions were now as they were when R. J, Walker
wrote his report, the same thing would be true as was then
stated by him,
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Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. BACON. Yes; I will be more gracious than the Senator
was in refusing to permit me to interrupt him.

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think if there had been
any Egyptian then in existence Mr. Walker would have recom-
mended a protective duty on cotton?

Mr. BACON. I do not say a protective duty, but he would
have recommended a revenue duty. I want the Senator to bear
in mind that I simply want the question settled now whether
it shall come in free; and if it is settled it shall not come in
free, I should be opposed to any high duty upon it or any pro-
tective duty. I should only be in favor of a legitimate revenue
duty.

I want to call attention to certain figures on the line of the
suggestion of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN].
I regret that I should have inadvertently said anything which
was distasteful to him; I had no such design. The Walker
report was in 1846,

Mr. ALDRICH. Eighteen hundred and forty-five.

Mr. BACON. It is generally known as 1846, because the
tariff law, in pursuance of its recommendations, was passed in
1846. The report was made the 1st of December, 1845. The
Senator is correct about that. It is always spoken of in con-
nection with the tariff which was passed in the succeeding
year. December, 1845, was the time of Mr. Polk’s message,
and within a few days thereafter there came in the report of
R. J. Walker, Secretary of the Treasury.

Now, we have statistics here in the Statistical Abstract of
the imports of cotton in the year of 1840 and in the year of
1850. We have them not, I think, for 1845. In the year 1840
the value of cotton imported into the United States was $11,281
and in 1850 it was $12,521. So we may say that in 1845 it was
about the same amount.

Now, Mr. President, with the importaiions of $10,000 or
$12,000 worth of cotton, of courseé to impose a duty on it was
just like it is to impose a duty on corn, an absolute sham and
fraud, intended to deceive those who are tickled with the idea
that they are getting some benefit from it.

So far from that being the case now, there are, as I said,
210,000 bales of cotton brought into this country every year,
worth $20,000,000, half the amount in value of the imports of
all the wool brought into the country.

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. BACON. With pleasure.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Georgia and the Senator
from Texas have called attention to this report as a masterly
document which laid down the principles upon which a tariff
should be constructed. Does the Senator from Georgia think
that Mr. Walker’s principles were determined by the amount of
importations?

Mr. BACON. I will read what I do not think has been read,
although reference has been made to the Walker report several
times, the cardinal principles upon which R. J. Walker thought
should be based the framing of a tariff bill. I will read them.
There are six.

First—

Of course, the first one is a matter of economy—

First. That no more money should be collected than is necessary
for the wants of the Government, economically administered.

Second. That no duty be imposed on any article above the lowest
rate which will yield the largest amount of revenue.

Third. That below such rate discrimination may be made, descend-
ing in the scale of duties, or, for imperative reasons, the article may
be placed in the list of those free from all duty.

\ Lorilrth. That the maximum revenue duty should be imposed on
uxuries.

Fifth. That all minimums and all specific duties should be abolished
and ad valorem duties substituted in their place, care being taken to
guard against fraudulent Invoices and undervaluation, and to assess
the duty upon the actual market value.

Sixth. That the duty should be so Imposed as to operate as equally
as possible throughout the Union, discriminating neither for nor
against any class or section.

I agree to each and all of these principles; and the sixth is a
principle which I think is a vital one in the framing and imposi-
tion of a tariff.

Mr. ALDRICH. As I now understand the Senator, Mr.
Walker's report and tariff are conclusive upon Demoerats when
it happens to meet their views at the present moment, but if it
happens to be contrary to their views at the present moment it
is obsolete.

Mr. BACON. Quite the contrary. I think I can stand upon
every one of those six propositions, and I think I can defend
any vote I have cast in the Senate by one or the other of
these six propositions without exception. If I have cast a vote

in the Senate for what I recognized as a protective duty, it was
only under the circumstances which I mentioned the other day,
in voting for a duty proposed by some certain Republican here,

not because it was as low as I thought it ought to be, but be-
cause it was lower than the Senator from Rhode Island thought
it ought to be and lower than he was trying to get the Senate
to impose. But wherever the opportunity was offered to me to
decide between a revenue duty and a protective duty, never
have I failed in any instance to refuse to vote for a protective
duty, and in no instance will I fail to refuse to vote for it.

Mr. TALTAFERRO. Mr. President, a part of this long-staple
cotton is grown in Florida, and the people there, I should like
to say for the benefit of the Senator from Rhode Island, make
no concealment of the fact that they would like to have some
protection on their cotton. They contend and they believe that
the Egyptian cotton comes in competition with their cotton.
They believe that the two are mixed, and that in some instances
the Egyptian cotton is substituted for the long-staple product
of this country.

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacox], I understand, has
proposed an amendment that does not contemplate protection,
but simply a revenue; and when he does it, the Senator from
Rhode Island singularly enough invokes the Walker report
against him. The Senator has not constructed a bill here under
the Walker report, and what the people of the long-staple sec-
tions of the country want to know is why every product in the
section north of us that has a competitor in foreign products
has a duty in this bill, and this product of the South is utterly
and entirely ignored and neglected. The Senator from Georgia
has shown that a very low duty on this Egyptian cotton would
yield a very large revenue to the Government, and he has also
shown that the Egyptian cotton enters into the manufacture of
the fabrics that carry the very highest protective rates under
the bill. Under the circumstances it seems remarkable that
the contention should be made that this product has no place
properly in the bill.

I know that the rate the Senator from Georgia originally
proposed would not be protective, but the producers of long-
staple cotton In the South are living under a protective tariff
and they are producing under a protective tariff which many
of them estimate costs them about 30 per cent more to produce
than it would cost them without such a tariff. Yet the for-
eigner, according to the contention of the Senator from Rhode
Island, must be allowed to bring his cotton in here in competi-
tion with the products of this country without contributing one
cent to the revenues for the support of this Government.

For my part, I do not understand the contention. I think
it is an eminently proper product to be provided for in this bill,
and especially on the basis that has been suggested by the Sena-
tor from Georgia, at a rate of duty which, while not even pro-
tective, would yield a large revenue to the Government.

Sometime ago the legislature of Florida passed a memorial
requesting the representatives from that State to support a
provision for a duty on long-staple cotton. That legislature
made no hesitation in asking for the duty, protective or other-
wise, and the people make no concealment of the fact that they
are suffering from foreign competition. We are not here asking
that a prohibitive duty be written in the bill. We ask that the
amount which has been suggested by the Senator from Georgia,
I think it was 5 cents a pound originally, be placed on Egyptian
cotton.

Mr. BACON. And the Peruvian. :

"Mr. TALTIAFERRO. And the Peruvian; on long staple gen-
erally. When, as I said before, it is considered that this cotton
enters into the manufacture of the most expensive products
that are used by the people of this country, products which
carry in some instances more than 100 per cent duty, the raw
material should not be utterly and entirely ignored. I think that
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia should prevail,
and I hope, Mr. President, that it may.

Mr, TALTAFERRO subsequently s=aid: Mr. President, I ask
that the memorial of the legislature of the State of Florida
to which I have referred may be printed in the Recorp in con-
nection with my remarks.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Wiihout objection, that will be
done.

The memorial referred to is as follows:

Memorial to the Congress of the United States, asking that a duty of
at least 10 cents per pound be levied on all importations of Egyptian
and other long-staple cotton brought into the United States as raw
material.

‘Whereas the present Er[ce of long-staple or sea-island cotton is bLelow
the standard o rofitable production and has so been for some years
ast, causing a large area of our State to be uncultivated and our

Parm!ug interests to languish; and
Whereas the policy of protection to American interests, if to be con-

tinued, should embrace within its fostering care the tillers of the soil,

who are now and must ever be the malnstay of our republican form of
government ; and

Whereas the long-staple or sea-island cotton grown in this country
is used exclusively In the manufacture of the finer fabries, such ag
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laces, and so forth, and a duty upon the Egyptian cotton and other for-
eign long-staple cottons would therefore be no burden uwpon the poor, but
would only affect those well able to bear it, and at the same time would
gredatly encourage a 1 ‘:mmm of our farming population; and

Whereas -we believe that the levy of such a duty would materially
aid in bullding up our factories engaged in the manufacture of the finer
cotton fabries, while at the same time protecting our farmers from the
pauper labor of E'Fpt: Therefore be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of this le ture that a duty of 10
cents per pound on all Egyptian and other long-staple cottons imported
into the United States should be levied by Congress.

Resolved further, That our SBenators and Representatives in Congress
are hereby enruestlf requested to use all honorable means to accom-
plish this end: Be it further

‘ Resolved, That the secretary of state Is hereby requested to furnlsh
each of our Senators and Representatives In Congress with a certified
copy of this memorial.

AEproved May 23, 1905.

(Laws of Florida, 1905, pp. 448-440.)

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I had occasion some time
ago to discuss this matter, and I will not repeat at any length
the data which I then laid before the Senate.

The proposition now is to remove cotton of fiber or staple
more than 1§ inches in length from the free list. If that
amendment is adopted and no further action is taken, this long-
staple cotton, the fiber of which will exceed in length 1% inches,
would be placed in what we call the “basket clause,” and bear
a duty of 20 per cent ad valorem, or, as the Senator from Rhode
Island has suggested, about 4 cents a pound.

Mr, President, there can be no question, I think, that Egyp-
tian cotton does come into competition with the long-staple or
sea-island cotton grown in South Carolina, Florida, and Georgia.
If it does not come in direct competition, it certainly displaces
in the mills of this country the long-staple or sea-island eotton.
The people who are interested and those engaged in the industry
are thoroughly convinced there is direct competition with Egyp-
tian cotton,

The amount produced in this country last year was 87,000
bales, The amount of sea-island cotton exported last season
was 32,383 bales. This amount of cotton would have been used
unquestionably in this country by the mills here, if it had not
been replaced with the Egyptian long-staple cotton. The amount
of Egyptian cotton imported into this country last year was
71,000,000 pounds, or 143,490 bales of 500 pounds each. A rate
of duty of 20 per cent ad valorem would mean $2,840,000,
which would come into the Treasury of the Government if that
rate of duty is imposed upon Egyptian long-staple cotton., That
much would be derived from the duty on the Egyptian importa-
tion alone. In addition to that, we would get the revenue de-
rived from the duty on the importations from other eountries.

There is no doubt in the world, Mr. President, that not a
pound of Egyptian cotton would be kept out of this country by
imposing a duty of 4 cents a pound upon it. The duty would
be paid, and the Treasury would get the benefit of the duty.
It can not be urged with any sort of justification that that rate
is a protective duty. It could not be dreamed of asa prohibitive
duty. The Treasury of the country would derive a revenue ap-
proaching $3,000,000 annually if this duty were put upon the im-
portation of Egyptian long-staple cotton. There can be no
doubt about that.

If the amount of duty would be added to the price of the
cotton to the spinner, the answer as to that is: This would not
necessarily increase the price of the produets manufactured
from that cotton, because, evidently, the manufacturers have
already discounted this duty and have increased the rates upon
évery single item in this bill the products of which could be
manufactured out of long-staple cotton.

Every item of mercerized silk or of cotton goods containing
long-staple cotton, including those products where this long-
staple cotton is used, like automobile tires, like laces, extra-
length thread, like the higher-priced cotton goods; all those
articles have been protected to the extent of from 54 to 70 per
cent in this very bill, and there should be no oceasion and no
justification for the increase of the price of those products to
the consumer by the manufacturer; in other words, if you per-
mit this kind of cotton to eome into this country free of duty,
you are simply doing what the manufacturers desire to have
done, namely, furnishing to them their raw material free, It is
an additional benefit to the manufacturers, and the Treasury of
the country is deprived of that much revenue.

I shall not enlarge on the question of free raw material.
It has been thoroughly discussed in this body, and on our desks
this morning is the able speech of the Senator from Texas [Mr.
Barrey] on that subject, which he exhausts in a magnificent and
splendid argument, and I simply refer to it as applying just as
much to long-staple cotton as it applies to wool or iron ore or
hides or lumber or any of the other arficles mentioned by him
in that argument.

In reply to the Senator from Iowa, who asked the question
why it is that, since this cotton brings nearly twice as much

in the market as the short-staple cotton, there is any complaint
about the price to the grower, I wish to say that the Senator
from Iowa will understand that it costs a great deal more to
produce the long-staple cotton than to produce the short-staple
cotton. It is practically a twelve-months' crop. It takes a
longer time to grow it; it requires longer and more eultivation;
it requires more time to mature; it costs a great deal more to
pick it; it costs tremendously more to gin it and prepare it for
market. So, even though the price is practically twice the price
of short-staple cotton, the cost to the producer is more than
twice the cost of the short-staple cotton. The hearings before
the Ways and Means Committee demonstrate that it costs prac-
tically $21.50 per acre to cultivate and produce the crop, and
the yield is about 100 to 150 pounds to the acre. That is the
average yield. The quotation now at Savannah is about 22 cents
per pound.

Mr. President, I shall not dwell upon the guestion as to
whether it would afford protection to the cotton growers. The
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacox] has not based this amend-
ment upon any such theory. If he had, he should have asked
for at least 10 cents a pound upon the importation of the long-
staple or Egyptian cotton. I know it is useless to urge that.

There is this to be said further with regard to the recom-
mendation in the Walker report: That not only was there no
Egyptian cotton imported into this country at that time, but
that the development in Egypt is of but recent origin. England
is to-day opening up the fertile valley of the Nile and building
dams for irrigation and reclamation purposes, and in a com-
paratively few years from two to five million acres of the
richest land on earth will be open to the cultivation of this
kind of cotton, and then the importations into this country
will greatly increase.

Labor in Egypt costs from 10 to 20 cents a day, while in this
country, as is well known, it costs from a dollar to a dollar
and a half a day. The importations will inerease, unquestion-
ably, and you will not stop a single pound even if you place this
duty at from 5 to 8 cents a pound instead of at 4 cents, as con-
templated by this amendment.

Further than that, Mr. President, as my colleague [Mr. TALIA-
FEERO] has observed, I think it proper to call the attention of
the Senate to the memorials of the legislature of Florida. In
1890 the legislature of Florida memorialized Congress as fol-
lows:

Memorial 1.

Memorial to our Senators and Representatives in Congress In reference
tg l:.mgu.ty on Egyptian or long-staple cotton or the importation
the .

Whereas the present price of long-staple or sea-island cotton is now
far below the cost of production, causing a large area of our State to

ish and a once profitable industry to wane and die; and

hereas the low price referred to Is not due to overproduction, as is
demonstrated by the fact that for a crop of 104,557 bales in 1896 and
in 1897 the average price for the grade of “fine” was 11 cents, while
the last crop, 75,000 bales only, or 25 per eent less than the year pre-

vious, and the average price for the grade of “fine" was 2 cents l%s&

or 9 cents per pound; and :

Whereas the indisputable cause for our low gllgces. financial depres-
sion, and agricultural discontent is found in the annually increasing
importation of Egyptian cotton, the product of pauper labor; and

hereas the mocratiec party and people have not deemed it de-
rogatory to their prineciples and interests to have a duty placed on
wool, p p%les, trus fruits, and tobacco; and

Whereas the placing of sald duty on the above-mentioned articles
has proven a direct benefit to our people and with which protection
they would not part without a struggle; and

Vghereas there are but two ways whereby the money necessary to
maintain the National Government can be raised, and since the funds
derived from internal revenue are insufficient even when made onerous
and burdensome, as they now are; and

Whereas we are forced from the nature of things to depend on a tax
laid u;imn goods and products imported into this country from foreign
countries to raise funds to assist in the support of the Government:
Therefore be it

Resolved, t it is the sense of this leﬁlslature that a tariff should
be latd for revenue only and arranged so that if it shall prove a burthea
all ma; ually bear it, if a benefit it may be equally shared.

Re 1::'3 ‘wrther, That we are unalterably opposed to the free im-
portation of Egyptlan or other long-staple cotton.

Resolved, That we favor an import duty of 50 per cent ad valorem
and 5 cents per pound on all long-staple cotton imported into the
United States, and that a copy of these resolutions be furnished each
of our SBenators and Representatives at Washington.

In 1905 the legislature of Florida again memorialized Con-
gress, as follows:

~ Memorial 2.

Memorial to the Congress of the United States asking that a duty of
at least 10 cents per pound be levied on all importations of Egyptian
and rof.hler long-staple cotton. brought into the United States as raw
material.

Whereas the present price of long-staple or sea-island cotton is below
the standard oP profitable production and has so been for some years
Past}ncansl.ng a large area of our State to be uncultivated and our farm-
n terests to languish; and

hereas the policy of protection to American interests, if to be eon-
tinued, ‘should embrace within its fostering care the tillers of the soil
who are now and must ever be the mainstay of our republican form of
government ; and
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Whereas the long-staple or sea-island cotton grown in this country
is used exclusively In the manufacture of the finer fabrics, such as
laces, ete,, and a duty upon the Egyptian cotton and other foreign long-
staple cottons would therefore be no burden upon the poor, but would
only affect those well able to bear it, and at the same time would
greatly encourage a large portion of our farming population; and

Whereas we believe that the levy of such a duty would materially aid
in building up our factories engaged in the manufacture of the finer
cotton fabrics, while at the same time protecting our farmers from the

pauper labor of EP'pt: Therefore be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of this legislature that a duty of 10
cents per pound on all Egyptian and other long-staple cottons imported
into the United States should be levied by Congress.

Resolved further, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress
are hereby earnestly requested to use all honorable means to accomplish
this end: Be it further y

Resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby requested to furnish
each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress with a certified
copy of this memorial. .

STATE OF FLORIDA,
. Office of the Secrelary of State, ss8:

I, H. Clay Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do
hereby Oel‘tﬂé that the foregoing are true and correct copies of memo-
rials to the Congress of the United States as passed by the legislature
of Florida, sessions 1899 and 19035, respectively, as shown by the orig-
inal enrolled resolutions as filed in this office.

Giiven under my hand and the great seal of the Btate of Florida, at
Tallahassee, the capital, this the 11th day of November, A. D. 1008,

[SEAL.] H. CLAY CRAWFORD,

Secretary of State.

1 submit those resolutions as expressing the sentiments of the
people of Florida upon this question. I shall heartily support
the amendment of the Senator from Georgia, and submit it, as
it can unguestionably be defended, as a pure revenue proposi-
tion. It would yield to this country something like $3,000,000
annually in revenue. If you refuse to adopt this amendment,
you simply give the manufacturer some more raw material; the
consumers of the manufactured products will get no benefit, and
the revenues of the Government will suffer that loss.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr, President, I am not in favor of a
large free list. I believe that the free list should be confined
to a limited number of the necessaries of life. I do not regard
long-staple cotton as a necessary of life, and I shall be glad,
therefore, to vote to take it off the free list. I understand that
that action will result, if no further action is taken, in the impo-
sition under the general clause in this tariff bill of a duty of
20 per cent on long-staple cotton, and that that duty will yield
about $3,000,000 annually. I believe that duty will be too high.
I do not think it fair to impose the one-hundredth part of the
burden of the customs duties of the country upon this par-
tiecnlar product, and I shall vote to take this product off the
free list upon the assumption that a motion will then be made
to reduce this duty and to make it 10 or 15 per cent.

Mr. President, in my votes thus far I have been controlled
by the principle which I have declared, except where I have
been controlled by the platform. I have voted for free lumber
against my judgment, because the national platform declared
for free lumber. I voted for free iron ore because I felt satis-
fied that the iron oreé of the country was under the control of
a great trust, and our platform declared—though I was against
that specific plank—that trust-controlled products should be
put upon the free list. I voted for a duty of 15 per cent on hides,
because there was no instruction in the platform regarding it,
and because I did not believe that hides in this country were
under the control of a trust. So, pursuing this line of action,
I shall vote to take long-staple cotton off the free list and put
it upon the dutiable list.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacox].

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, so far as I know, this com-
pletes the dutiable paragraphs and the paragraphs of the
free list. I think, however, the Senator from South Carolina
[Mr, TronmAN] has an amendment which he desires to offer,

‘Mr. TILLMAN obtained the floor.

Mr. CLAY. Just one moment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT., Does the Senator from South Caro-
lina yield to the Senator from Georgia?

Mr. TILLMAN. I do.

Mr, CLAY. Mr. President, the vote was taken rapidly and
without a roll call on the amendment offered by my colleague
[Mr. Bacox]. I desire to state that the legislature of my State
in joint session passed a resolution instruecting the Senators
from Georgia to vote in favor of that amendment or in favor
of an amendment of a similar character, and I voted in favor
of the amendment.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President— -

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklaloma,

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I desire to submit an amendment,
to be numbered 6533,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Oklahoma will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 205, after line 8, it is proposed to
insert as a new paragraph the following.

6533. All text-books Imported for use in the public schools of any
State, Territory, district, or municipality in the United Stat or im-
ported for use in any college or unlversity maintained in wifnafe or in
part by local or federal taxation, shall be admitted free of duty. And
the Secretary of the Treasury is so authorized to preseribe suitable
rules and regulations to carry this provision into effect.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, this is one instance in which the
consumer is not a myth. He is a living, breathing, human
being made of flesh and blood. There are 17,000,000 families
in the United States. There are 17,000,000 school children en-
rolled in the public schools of this country. We raise, by tax-
ation, $343,000,000 annually to maintain the publie schools that
exist throughout the 46 States and the Territories. I.have no
statistics upon the subject, but I doubt not that $100,000,000 are
spent annually in the purchase of text-books,

The duty on print paper, from which schoolbooks are gen-
erally manufactured, is from $10 to $12 a ton. If this amend-
ment were adopted and if it reduced the-price of schoolbooks
in this country, it would lift a burden from the backs of
17,000,000 families. If this amendment would reduce the price
of schoolbooks, it would remove an obstacle from the path of
17,000,000 school children, who make their daily pilgrimage to
the district school.

If this amendment would not reduce the price of schoolbooks,
it would inflict no injury upon the manufacturers either of wood
pulp or of print paper. In my own judgment, if it injured any-
body at all, it would injure only the text-book trust of the
United States, which, in my opinion, is the most heartless, the
most ruthless, the most pitiless, and among the most tyrannical
trusts known to our financial, commercial, or industrial system,
as suggested by a Senator near me.

Mr. President, in offering this amendment I am actuated by
the same motive which inspired me to submit an amendment
to place on the free list building materials entering into the
construction of school buildings, colleges, and universities; in
presenting this amendment I am actuated by the same motive
which impelled me when I voted to place wood pulp and print
paper upon the free list.

Intelligence and morality constitute the only foundation upon
which an enlightened, self-governing Republic can be firmly es-
tablished or permanently maintained. I east my vote for any
measure which has for its object the general diffusion of intel-
ligence and information among the masses of our people, re-
garding it as an additional guaranty of the perpetnity and the
glory of our republican institutions. In the name of 17,000,000
children, I ask the Senate that the yeas and nays be taken upon
this amendment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Oklahoma, upon which he
demands the yeas and nays. Is the demand seconded? There
appears to be a sufficient number to order the yeas and nays.

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the President sure that there were a
sufficient number to second the demand?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will count. As many as
second the demand for the yeas and nays will raise their hands.
[After counting.] Not a sufficient number has seconded the
demand.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, if it is permissible under the
rules, 1 should like to have Senators stand——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not permissible——

Mr. GORE. I raise the point of no quorum, and will demand
the yeas and nays again. .

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma sug-
gests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call
the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Aldrich Crane Gore Piles
Bacon Curtis Guggenhelm Rayner
Borah Davis Heyburn Root
Bourne Depew Johnston, Ala. Scott
Bradley Dick Kean Shively
Brandegee Dillingham La Follette Simmons
Briggs Dixon McCumber Smith, Mich.
RBristow Dolliver McEnery Smoot
Brown du Pont Martin Sutherland
Burkett Fletcher Money Taliaferro
Burnham Flint Nelson Taylor
Burrows Foster Oliver Tillman
Burton Frazler Overman Warner
Carter I"r{e Owen Warren
Chamberlain Gallinger Pagé: Wetmore
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Perkins

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-three Senators have answered

to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present.
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Mr. GORE. I wish to say to the Senators who were absent
when the roll call began and who have since come in that I
submitted an amendment to the pending bill to place school
text-books on the free list when imported for the use of public
schools, colleges, and universities in this country maintained
in whole or in part by taxation. On that amendment I de-
manded the yeas and nays, which demand was not at that
time sufficiently seconded. I desire the question submitted
again by the Chair.

Mr, NELSON. Mr. President, does the Senator from Okla-
homa think that people in other countries would be prepared
to get up schoolbooks for our schools here?

Mr. GORE. The people of Canada, who speak our own lan-
guage and who have the cheapest print paper of any country
excepting our own, might be able to do so. If the Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. Nerson] thinks that no schoolbooks would be
imported, he can vote for my amendment on that assumpticn.
I will vote for it on the assumption that they will be imported
or at least that they might be imported, and we will make the
vote unanimous in behalf of free text-books. If that Senator
is right, the amendment will do no harm to the text-book trust,
but if I am right it might confer a great blessing upon 17,-
000,000 families and 17,000,000 school children who are power-
less to protect themselves against the tyranny of this trust.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays havé been
refused.
~ Mr. GORE. I ask that the Chair submit the question again.

Mr. BACON. I beg to suggest to the Chair that, when the
Chair said there was not a sufficient number, the Senator from
Oklahoma then called for a quorum, in order that there might
be a full vote on the gquestion. If there was not then a quorum,
I think the demand of the Senator that the question be voted
upon by the full Senate is in order.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. But the roll call has disclosed that
there is a quorum present. That is the first evidence that the
Chair has had and that the Senate had. The yeas and nays
having been refused, the Chair thinks that the demand can not
be immediately submitted again.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, my understanding was that the
Chair first announced that the request was seconded, then a
Senator on the other side demanded that the Chair count hands,
and after that count the Chair made the announcement that the
demand was not seconded. I ask unanimous consent that the
yeas and nays be taken on the amendment I have offered.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma asks
unanimous consent that a vote by yeas and nays be taken upon
his amendment. Is there objection? The Chair hears none;
and the Secretary will call the roll

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called).
‘the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DaxNIeL].
announcement for the day.

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. STePHENSON]. If he
were present, I should vote “ yea.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called).

I am paired with
I make the

I am paired

with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lorimer]. If he
were present, T should vote * yea.”
Mr. SMITH of Michigan (when his name was called). I am

paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLavriN], who
is not here. I therefore withhold my vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I ob-
serve that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] i{s absent from
the Chamber, and, under the pair with him for the day, an-
nouncement to which I previously made, I withdraw my vote.
If he were here, he would vote *nay,” and I would allow my
vote in the affirmative to stand.

Mr. RAYNER. My colleague [Mr. Smira of Maryland] is
paired with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BUuLke-
LEY].

Mr. FLINT (after having voted in the negative).
senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBersoN] voted?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not.

Mr., FLINT. 1 withdraw my vote, as I am paired with him.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (after having voted in the nega-
tive). I ask if the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stoxe] has
voted? :

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from Missouri
has not voted.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to withdraw my vote.

Mr., ELKINS. Has the junior Senator from Texas [Mr.
BAILEY] voted?

The VICE-PRESIDENT.

Has the

He has not.
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Mr. ELKINS. I am paired with the junior Senator from
Texas. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.”

Mr. MONEY. My colleague [Mr. McLavrIN] is paired with
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. SmirH]. He was in the Hall
a while ago, and I promised to send for him in case there was
a vote, but I forgot to do so in time.

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 45, as follows:

YEAS—18.
Bankhead Foster Martin Taliaferro
Chamberlain Frazier Money Taylor
Clay Gore Overman Tillman
Davis Johnston, Ala. Owen
Fletcher McEnery Shively

NAYS—45.
Aldrich * Burton Gamble Perkins
Beveridge Carter Guggenheim Piles
Borah Crane Heyburn Root
Bourne Cullom Kean Beott
Bradley Curtis La Follette Smoot
Brandegee Depew Lodge Butherland
Br ; Dick MeCumber Warner
Bristow Dillingham Nelson Warren
Brown Dixon Nixon Wetmore
Burkett Dolliver Oliver
Burnham du Pont Page
Burrows Gallinger Penrose

NOT VOTING—29.

Bacon Commins Jones Smith, Md.
Bailey Daniel Lorimer Smith, Mich,
.Bulkeley Elkins McLaurin Smith, 8. C.
Clapg Flint Newlands Stephenson
Clark, Wyo. Frye Paynter Stone
Clarke, Ark. Hale Raymner
Crawford Hughes Richardson
Culberson Johnson, N. Dak. Simmons

So Mr. Gorr’s amendment was rejected. =

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have some other amendments
I wish to offer. I offer an amendment to be known as “ para-
graph 6624.”

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will
consider a new paragraph. The Senator from Georgia offers
an amendment, which the Secretary will report,

The SECRETARY. Add a new paragraph on the free'list, to be
known as * paragraph 6623, as follows:

Salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, or in bulk: Provided,
That if salt is imported from any country, wheiher independent or a
dependency, which imposes a duly upon salt exported from the United
Bta then there shall be levied, paid, and collected upon such salt the
rate of duty existing prior to the passage of this act.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the place assigned for the pro-
posed amendment is on the free list. The number of the para-
graph indicates that its position is on the free list. The pur-
pose of the amendment is to put salt on the free list. I simply
desire to say a word in connection with it.

It is no new suggestion that salt, of all articles, ought to be
on the free list. Of all articles, it is perhaps the one most
essential to human comfort and health and life. One would
have to go back nearly, if not quite, a hundred years to find
the first contention to this effect—one which, I think, is always
based on sound reason. I desire to call the attention of the
Senate to the fact that the entire revenue from this article of
absolute necessity, of universal use, essential to every living
human being, used of course from one end of the country to the
other in the preparation of food and in the preservation of
food, besides other purposes, is but $207,773.

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ArpricH] seriously ob-
jected to putting upon the free list a commodity which would
yield $4,000,000 of revenue a year to the Treasury, for it was
demonstrated by the figures in the Statistical Abstract that the
duty upon long-staple cotton would yield $4,000,000 of revenue
a year. The Senator opposed it upon the ground that it would
deprive the manufacturers of the benefit of bringing in free the
raw material, which would be put upon the dutiable list by that
proposition.

I desire to submit that if $4,000,000 a year of revenue can be
given up for the benefit of one small class of manufacturers in
this country certainly a revenue of $207,000 can be given up to
put free salt within the reach of all the people and all the in-
dustries of the United States. .

That is all I desire to say about the amendment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon].

Mr. BACON. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the Senatfor from Missouri [Mr, StoxE].
I note his absence from the Chamber, and withhold my vote. I
ask that this announcement may stand for the day, unless he
returns.
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Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Bamey]. I withhold my
vote. I ask that this announcement may stand good until he
appears in the Chamber.

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I am paired
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. StepHENsox]. I wish
to announce that my colleague [Mr. Smire of Maryland] is
paired with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BULEE-

LEY].

Mr. OVERMAN (when the name of Mr. StMmymoNs was ealled).
I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. SimMmoNs] is
paired with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. LormMEr]. If
my colleague were present, he would vote “ yea.”

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (when his name was called). I am
paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLavRix]. If
he were present, I should vote * nay.”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I am paired with the senior Senater
from Washington [Mr. Pmes]. If he were present, I should
vote “yea."”

Mr. GAMBLE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr.
Crawrorp] was called away from the Chamber necessarily. He
expected to return by this time. If present, he would vote

“ nay.li
The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 42, as follows:

YEAS—18.
Bacon Davis Martin Tallaferro
Bankhead Fletcher Money Taylor
Clage Frazler Overman Tillman
Culberson Gore wen
Daniel Johnston, Ala. Shively

NAYS—42,
Aldrich Crane Gallinger Penrose
Beveridge Cullom Gamble Perkins
Borah Curtis Gu eim Root
Bradley Depew Heyburn Scott

Dick n Smoot
Bﬂ&g‘s Dillin, e Sutherland
Burkett Dixon Me ber Warner
Burnham Dolliver Mec¢Enery Warren
Burrows u Pent Nelson Wetmore
Burton Flint Oliver
Carter Foster Page
NOT VOTING—32

Baliley Clarke, Ark. Jones Rayner
Bourne Crawford La Follette R‘lcgardmn
Bristow Cummins Lo/ Simmons
Brown Elkins McLaurin Smith, Md.
Bulkeley Smith, Mich,
Chamberlain Hale ixon Smith, 8. C.
Clap Hughes Paynter Stephenson
CIan, Wro. Johnson, N. Dak. Piles Stene

So Mr. BAacoN's amendment was rejected.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, when paragraph 291 was first
reached I requested that it be passed over, and it was so marked
on the book; but it was afterwards taken up at a time when
my attention was diverted and was adopted. I wish to offer an
amendment to it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am willing to have it reconsidered for the
purpose of permitting the Senator to offer an amendment, if
he desires.

Mr. BACON. I shall not oceupy any time on it. I desire to
move to strike out the provisos of the salt paragraph—291, I
will ask that the Clerk read the provisos. I will state that they
follow the imposition of duty upon salt in bags and in bulk,
and that under the bill the ad valorem duty upon salt in bags,
sacks, and so forth, is 36 per cent and a fraction, while in the
case of salt in bulk it is 90 per cent. Then, following the impo-
sition of the duty, come the provisos, which I ask the Secretary
to read, on page 87.

The SecrerarY. On page 87, beginning after the word
“pounds” in line 13, strike out:

Provided, That imported salt in bond mﬂsz, be used In euring fish
taken by vessels licensed to engage in the eries and in curing fish
on the shores of the navigable waters of the United States under such
regulations as the Secretary of the 'l‘msug shall Ehmscrlbe: and upon

roof that the salt has been used for either of the Yurpom stated
?n this proviso, the duties on the same shall be remitted: Provided
rther, at exporters of meats, whether packed or smoked, which have

n cured in the United States with rted salt, shall, upon satis-
factory proof, under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury
shall prescribe, that such meats have been cured with Imported sal
have refunded to them from the Treasury the duties lg::d on the sal
so used In curing such exported meats, in amounts not than $100.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I wish to say that I was in
favor of having salt placed on the free list, so that persons en-
gaged In the fisheries might have free salt, and so that persons
engaged in salting and curing meats for export might have the
advantage of free salt; and I desired that all other people and
interests in the country should also have the advantage of free
galt. But if salt is to be denied to the American farmer who
puts up his own meat, I certainly am not in favor of permitting

the great packing industry of the country to have free salt to
pack its meats to be shipped to foreigners. I am not in favor of
giving foreigners the advantage in this country of free salt to
be used in the curing of produets for their use, when our people
are denied free salt for use in the curing of meats for their
own use and for other purposes. I therefore move to strike out
the provisos.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Briges in the chair). The
question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Geor-
gia to paragraph 201, to strike out all after the word “ pounds”
in line 13.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I did not understand that the
Chair was putting the question; my attention was diverted. I
ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment.

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Georgia will not
ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. BACON. It will not take long.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator knows as well in
advance as he will later what the result will be.

Mr. BACON. I do.

Mr. ALDRICH. And it simply takes up the time of the

Senate.
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I did not take two minutes in
I think I ought to

presenting the amendment to the Senate.
have the yeas and nays.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia

‘| asks for the yeas and nays on this amendment.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to eall the roll

Mr. BELKINS (when his name was called). I am paired with
the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Bamey], and withhold my
vote.

Mr. RAYNER (when his name was called). I am paired
with the jumior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. StepHENSON] for
to-day and to-morrow. I will make no further announcement of

the pair.
Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I am paired
If he

with the junior Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoRIMER].
were present, I should vote “yea.”

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina (when his name was called).
Has the Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxes] voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I withhold my vote.

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Has the Sena-
tor from Vermont [Mr. DitrixcEAM] voted? :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not.

Mr. TILLMAN. I withhold my vote. I have a general pair
with that Senator.

The roll call was eoncluded.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (after having voted in the affirmative).
I am paired with the senior Senator from Washington [Mr.
Pies], and therefore withdraw my vote.

Mr. TALTAFERRO. Has the senior Senator from West Vir-
ginia voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not.

Mr. BACON. The senior Senator from Maine [Mr, ITar] is
not present. I am paired with him for the day. I transfer
my pair to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Smivery] and let
my vote stand.

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 39, as follows:

YEAB—1T.
Bacon Danijel Hughes Owen
Bankhead vis Johnston, Ala. Taylor
Bristow Foster La Follette
Cla Frazier Martin
Culberson Gore Overman

NAYS—39.
Aldrich Crane Gallinger Penrose
Beveridge Crawford Gamble Perkins
Bradley Cullom Guggenhelm Root
Brandegzea Curtis Heyburn Seott
Briggs Pepew Kean Smoot
Burkett Dick Lodge Sutherland
Buarnham Dixon MeCumber Warner
Burrows du Pont McEnery arren
Burton Flint Oliver Wetmore
Carter Frye Page

NOT VOTING—36.
Bail Cummins McLaurin Shive
3 Dillingham Money Bln.ml&vns
Bourne Dolliver Nelson Smith, Md.
roOwWn Elkins Newlands Smith, Mich.

Bulkeley Fletcher Nixon Smith, 8. C.
Chamberlain Hale Paynter Stephenson
Clap Johnson, N. Dak. Piles Stone
Clarg. Wyo. Jones Rayner Taliaferro
Clarke, Ark. Lorimer Richardson Tillman

So Mr. Bacon's amendment was rejected.
Mr. GAMBLE., I submit the amendment I send to the desk.

| B e e LT i,
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The SECRETARY. On page 219 strike out paragraph 691, “ Tin
ore, cassiterite, or black oxide of tin, and tin in bars, blocks,
pigs, or grain or granulated.”

On page 187, before paragraph 470, insert a new paragraph
to read as follows:

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that he leave the
amendment on the free list instead of the dutiable list. It is to
operate if certain conditions arise.

Mr. GAMBLE. I think perhaps it would be just as well to
transfer it, because under the amendment proposed it is a con-
ditlonal application of a duty.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it had better be put in the para-
graph on the free list.

Mr. GAMBLE. I assume that it would be better to substitute
this amendment for paragraph 691.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is proposed to strike out
paragraph 691 and insert what will be read.

The Secretary read as follows:

There ghall be imposed and {pald upon cassiterite, or black oxide of
tin, and upon bar, block, gig tin and graln or granulated, a duty of 4
cents per pound when it is made to appear to the satisfaction of the
President of the United States that the mines of the United States are

roducing, and will continue to produce, 1,500 tons of cassiterite and
Ear, block, and pig tin per year. The President shall make known this
fact and fix the date upon which this duty shall go into effect by
proclamation.

Mr. ALDRICH. It should be put in the form of a proviso to
the paragraph on the free list.

Mr. LODGE. And not strike out the paragraph.

Mr. ALDRICH. Not striking out the paragraph, but insert-
ing it as a proviso.

Mr. GAMBLE. I presume it would not be material as to the
form. It would remain undutiable until this eondition arises.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota as
a proviso to paragraph 691. [Putting the question.] The noes
seem to have it.

Mr. GAMBLE. If there is any question about this matter,
I do not want to take the time of the Senate, but——

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it had better go in, and the commit-
tee will examine it.

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the question be submitted again.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CULBERSON. I offer an amendment which was pro-
posed May 3, 1909, as paragraph 5833 on the free list.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
amendment.

Mr. CULBERSON.

The SECRETARY.
graph:

5833. Hoop or band irom, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, or
wholly or partly manufactured into hoops or ties, coated or not coated

with paint or any other preparation, with or without buckles or fasten-
ings, for baling cotton or any other commodity.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it requires about 8% pounds
of cotton ties to properly bind a bale of cotton. TUnder the
Dingley Act ties were subject to a duty of half a cent a pound,
or a duty of 4} cents per bale, This duty was prohibitive. But
few cotton ties were imported. 'The actual importations for
1907 amounted to only 716,819 pounds, valued at $20,805. The
revenue derived in 1907 was only $3,584.10, and it is estimated
that under the Senate committee bill the revenue will amount
to only $2,150.46. This tax agaiust the cotton planter amounted
in the aggregate on 13,000,000 bales of cotton to $550,000.. It
is proposed to be reduced in the Senate committee bill to three-
tenths of a cent per pound, which will still tax the planters

It is to put cotton ties on the free list.
It is proposed to insert the following para-

It is claimed and sworn to in the testimony before the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives
that 99 per cent of the cotton ties used in this country are
manufactured by the United States steel trust. Binding twine
for the western farmers has been placed on the free list. Cotton
bagging was this morning placed on the free list. There is no
logical reason why cotton ties should not be placed on the free
list, as proposed in this amendment, especially as the only bene-
ficiary in this country is the most gigantic monopoly that exists
to-day in America.

It is said, as one of the objections to this measure, that the
farmers receive back the amount which they have paid for
the cotton ties and the cotton bagging. I will ask to have read
a voluntary letter written to me on the 27th of May by Mr.
C. L. MecMillan, of New Orleans, on this subject, so that Sen-
ators may understand that this claim of the farmers being reim-
bursed, as it were, is altogether unfounded,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as
requested.
The Secretary read as follows: ;
C. LEg McMiILLAN & Co. (LiMITED),

New Orleans, May £7, 1909,
Senator CHARLES A. CULBERSON,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SIir: Yesterday Representative Burrnzsox tclegraphed me as

follows :

Antagonists of free bagfn% and ties contend that the spinner pays
for bagging and ties when he buys cotton, and that in the end it proves
a profit rather than a loss to cotton producers. I contend that 26
pounds tare is considered when market price of cotton is fixed and want
telegrams from cotton buyers and exchange officials to support my con-
tention, Are deductions made for tare by foreign as well as domestic
purchasers, and what effect does it have on price?

And the following messages were sent in reply:

Your contention in dispatch concerning tare on cotton is true. When
the farmer buys bagging and tles, he ¥8 therefor some O cents per
bale more than he woul an if free. yhen the spinner buys from the
farmer, he deducts from the worth of the cotton the amount of his loss
by bagging and tles. Therefore the spinner does not pay the tariff

rofit that goes to the manufacturers of bagging and ties and the
‘armer does. But even if the spinner did pay, antagonists’ argument is
not strengthened, because spilnner would add excess to manufactured
product and thus increase the cost to consumer. In either case the
trust collects the profit and the people pay.

W. B. THOMPSON,

President Neiwo Orleans Cotton Exchange.

It is a well-known fact that all buyers on both sides of the Atlantie
allow in the prices they pay fully enough, if not more than enough, to
offset the weight on bagging and ties on a bale. As a general thing,
@ per cent is allowed for tare by foreign spinners. While all spinners
practically buy on the basis of tare, care is generally taken that allow-
ances always equal and frequently exceed actmal tare.

Hexey G. HESTER.

All cotton sold for export deducts 6 per cent tare for bagging and
ties. Domestic mills claim 4 to 5 per cent tare.

NorMaN EUsSTIS,
Acting Chairman Cotlon Factors’ Association.

Cotton sold for export carries 6 per cent deduction for tare. Do-

mestic mills_calculate about 5 per cent.

NEw ORLEANS CorroN BUYERS AND EXPORTERS' ASSN.,
A. M. WesT, Pregident. .

Cotton exporters calculate 6 per cent tare for bagging and tles.
Eastern spinners 23 to 25 pounds per bale. Carolina Mills Association
rule 4 reads: “On compressed cotton the tare should not exceed 24
pounds and on uncompressed cotton 20 pounds per bale.” Cotton pro-
ducers pay for their bagging and ties. Ani";l:{)‘funer will give more for
500 pounds net cotton than for a bale we! gz 600 pounds gross, in-
cluding bagging and ties.

C. Lep McMILLAXN,

You doubtless know as well as I do that every spinner calculates in
buying cotton what allowance to make for tare on bagging and tles,
and as the same amounis to between 5 and 6 per cent no ome ever
overlooks it.

I send you the above, thinking same may be of interest to you, as it will
show one of the contentions the bagging and tie trust allies will put
forward. If they have nothing stronger than this, I think the cotton
farmer surely should win out for * free bagging and ties,” or, at least,
for a very material reduction in the duty.

Whatlgo you now consider are the chances for success?

Yours, very truly,
C. LEE McMILLAN,

Mr. CULBERSON. In the same connection I wish to read a
short extract from the report of Secretary Walker in 1846,
showing that as early as that date this proposition was an-
swered. It is page 5 of the reprint of the report,

The duty on cotton bagging—

And it applies to cotton ties as well—

is equivalent to 55.20 per cent ad valorem on the Berotch bagging and
to 123.11 per cent on the gunny bag, and yet the whole revenue from
these duties has fallen to $66,064.50. Nearly the entire amount, there-
fore, of this enormous tax makes no addition to the revenue, but inures
to the benefit of about 30 manufacturers. As fivesixths of the cotton
crop s exported abroad, the same %mportlon of the bagFtng around the
bale is exported and soid abroad at a heavy loss, growing out of a de-
duction for tare.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there is no more reason why
cotton ties should be put upon the free list than that steel rails
gshould be. The present duty on ore itself is half a cent a pound.
It is reduced by this bill to three-tenths of a cent a pound, or
$6 a ton. With the unrivaled iron resources of Virginia, Ten-
nessee, Alabama, and Georgla, with their ore deposits and op-
portunities to manufacture ties, every Senator from the South
ought to vote against this proposition. There is no reason for
it whatever. The duty on pig iron is $2.50 a ton and on cotton
ties only $6 a ton. They ought to be made in the South, and
the South ought to be opposed to any proposition of this kind
to have them imported from a foreign country.

Mr. TILLMAN. It so happens, however, that they are not
made in the South, and even if they were they would have to
pay a tribute to the steel trust, because since the steel! trust
has absorbed the Tennessee Coal and Iron Company it has prac-
tically put the possibility of any independent production out
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of the question in that part of the world, at least for the few
years ahead of us.

I hold in my hand [exhibiting] a miniature bale of cotton,
which indicates the process of preparation for its entry into
commerce. After the cotton has been picked from the field,
carried to the gin, where it is separated from the seed, and
then being in a very fluffy, expansive, bulky condition, which
would make it impossible to handle it commercially, it is pressed
or packed into a bale, about 4% to § feet long, the natural size,
and about 4 feet wide edgewise, and 2 feet through. Bagging
and ties are put around it like this miniature bale. That bale
is further compressed by the great hydraulic processes for ship-
ment abroad to one-half of its bulk, and it gets to a density of
steel and is as heavy almost, bulk for bulk, as steel.

The Senator from Rhode Island says that there is no more
reason to put cotton ties on the free list than there is to put
steel raila. They are not in the same category at all. I think
it is an infamy that we have not steel rails on the free list, in
view of the confession made by Mr. Carnegie and by Mr.
Schwab before the Commitiee on Ways and Means of the
House, because the steel rails which we produce in this country
in such enormous gquantities are sold to our railroads, and those
railroads being the means of transporting and handling the
commerce of the country, the entire people pay tribute to the
steel frust to the extent that they produce steel rails. Our
railways cost over $1,000 per mile in tariff alone. The rail-
roads, of course, cost more per mile because of this increase
in the price of rails, and to that extent the entire people pay
tribute.

But the steel rail is in constant use and remains on the road-
bed and lasts five, ten, twenty years, according to the amount of
traffic over it; then it is sold at a good price and again rolled.
The cotton tie, which goes around a bale of cotton, is nearly
always cut when it gets to the factory; it is not unbuckled, and
it goes into the serap heap. It is an increase in the expense of
handling cotton absolutely necessary for commercial use, and is
lost as soon as we have parted from it. They deduct the price
in tare, so that it is lost to the cotton farmer absolutely.

I have appealed to the Senator from Rhode Island time and
again in this debate at odd moments when opportunity came to
me, to do away with the discrimination against southern
farmers, shown in the previous tariff bills in giving the western
farmers free binding twine and denying to us free bagging. It
is one of those things which, while it does not amount to much
4in money, involves the great principle of unfairness, of injus-
tice, of wrong.

I hope the Senator will recall how pleasant it is to have a
little drop of oil sometimes placed on a thing that is being
rubbed, where there are fire and friction and heat; it is screak-
ing or screaming for want of a lubricant; just think how great
a pleasure it will give to the cotton farmers to think that they
are in the Union, that they are no longer being taxed unjustly
and wrongfully as compared with our brothers of the West. I
think he might open the portals of his heart enough to take
the little three or four hundred thousand dollars which we pay
tribute to Carnegie and Schwab and Corey and all that blessed
gang, not to speak disrespectfully, and let us have this one little
modicum of relief. I should think he would not have it in his
heart to resist this appeal. I can not see how he can refuse it,
a man who otherwise and ordinarily is so high and generous
and just and reasonable and honorable, I will say, though a
great many people of this country do mnot entirely agree with
me in that.

But with my long personal contact with the Senator here I
am ready to say that I would trust his word as soon as I would
any man's in this Chamber. I say I make an appeal to him to
put us on an equality with our friends of the West, that all the
cotton bales shall have no more burden attached to them than
is necessary. You let the bag which covers it go on the free
list, while you let Carnegie and Schwab take 6 or T cents
for every bale in the South from our pockets to add to their—I
will not put in an adjective—what kind of millions they have
made. You all know what I think about it. I appeal to the
Senator from Rhode Island not to call on his Macedonian
phalanx over there fo put this amendment out of joint.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, I desire to detain the Senate
but a moment to reply to the allegation of the Senator from
Texas [Mr. Cureersox] with regard to who pays for the cot-
ton ties when cotton is sold in the bale. I have here a letter
from a merchant of Memphis, Tenn., who is well informed upon
this subject, in which he uses the following language:

Everyone connected with the cotton industry of the South knows that
the planter of cotton buys in the fall of the either directly or indi-
rectﬁ'bagzln_sund ﬂu{:mpm cattonv:i?i:f Everyone knows that

the actual raiser of cotton, after the cotton has boeniginn«; and baled,
versa

sells the bale at the gross weight. This has been a un custom for
many years past, and whoever denies these facts must be some ons
totally ignorant of conditions pertaining to the cotton trade.

I am herewith handing you a set of official rules and regulations of
the Memphis Cotton Exchange, and you will note by the cross on ar-
ticle 5 that * Six ties only shall be permitted on each bale unless an
allowance is made of 2 pounds for every tie above that number,”

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Will the Senator just allow
me to interrupt him there?

Mr. OLIVER. I should like to finish the letter, and then I
would be glad to yield.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. At this point I want to
submit a statement to the Senate. Every man who knows
anything about the cotton business, who has ever exported
a bale or sold a bale in the domestiec market, knows that
the price of cotton is fixed in Liverpool net and thisn cabled to
this country so that the domestic buyer in the Uulted States
fixes his price net. A complaint was brought up in the world’s
congress, of which I had the honor of being a member, and the
question most prominent before our body was how to get rid of
the practice of the exporters from this side when we had 6 per
cent deducted, or 30 pounds on 500, in order to get the full
advantage of the 30 pounds deduction patched the sample holes
and spliced the sides. Everybody who has handled cotton at all
knows that bagging and ties are deducted in America. It is
true it is an indirect charge, just like this tariff business.

Mr. OLIVER. At the same time they buy our cotton ties ata
cent and a half or 2 cents and sell them for 10 and 11.

Mr, SMITH of South Carolina. The cotton ties are deducted
entirely from the price of cotton. If there were no tare on cot-
ton, we would get 10 cents a pound for 30 pounds that we do
not get.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn-
sylvania yield to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. OLIVER. Certainly.

Mr. LODGE. It is perfectly true that exported cotton is
sold net weight in Liverpool and home cotton is sold gross
weight.

Mr. OLIVER. I was just going to say that.

Mr. LODGE. And the domestic consumer pays. I read from
a letter of superintendent of the National Cotton Exchange:

The farmer or grower pays for the ng and tles, but gets back
the cost thereof in selling his cotton by its gross weight to the buyer.
In this country no allowance is made for ties or b g by the farmei
to the buyer.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. May I ask——

Mr. LODGE. One moment, please,

Except in occasional instances where the farmer has put on mors
ba; g than will cover the bale, in which event the extra bagging is

cut from the bale before weighing the latter.
As a matter of fact, therefore, the buyer in this countiry pays the
cost of the ties and bagging in paying for each bale by its gross weigh
In Europe, as stated my previous letter of this dite, cotton is sol
by its net weight, which is arrived at in the manner therein described.
Repeating my offer to serve you, believe me,

Yours, truly, Kixa,

WM. V.
Buperintendent New York Uoﬂgu Exchange.

I have any amount of evidence as to that; and I know, as a
matter of fact, as to the paying for the bagging and the ties, that
the New England mills had to limit it to 22 pounds, as they were
paying for so much bagging and ties at cotton rates. They now
pay on 22 pounds of bagging and ties at the rate of cotton.
That is done by the mills. I do not pretend to say who gets
the money, but I know the users pay for the gross weight of
the cotton.

Mr. OLIVER. I decline to yield further, as I wish to finish
what I have to say. Then the Senator can reply to it.

Rule 7 of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange reads as follows:

Rule 7. Six iron bands or ropes, not exceeding in weight 12 pounds In

e ghall be considered sufficlent for each uncompressed bale
of cotton. Any excess shall, at the option of the buyer, be removed
from the bale or be deducted from the gross weight. a bale has less
than 6 bands, allowance shall be made to the seller, the bands to be put
on by the press at the expense of the seller.

Mr. President, I have here a letter which I send to the desk
to be read. It was sent to me voluntarily by a citizen of the
State of Georgia who is familiar with this matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
letter, as requested by the Senator from Pennsylvania.

The Secretary read as follows:

SOUTHERN CAR WHEEL IRON COMPANY,
Tallapoosa, Ga., June 15, 1909,
Hon. Georan T. O

LIVER,
United Btates Senate, Washington, D. C.

DuAR S8ir: Referring to the pending tariff bill, and particunlarly to the
item of cotton tles, from whlcgethengﬂort is bem’éll made to remyova the
duty, may I take up some of your time to say a few words?

1 have looked into the subject to some extent, and it seems to me that
cotton ties as well as jute bagging for cotton are two items on which
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the duty may properly be placed, owing to the fact that the uotton
ralser makes a proﬂt on every pound of them he buys, and on ties his
rofit is such a magnificent one there is no room for complaining. The
ngraa show as follows:
Cents per bale.
Ties per bale of cotton,  pounds, average cost 8 cents_ .

‘Ties ‘weighed In with cotton, farmer receives pay for same at cot-
ton price, average price 10 cents per pound 90
Average profit per bale from ties 63

Last season's production was approximately 13,000,000 bales, so that
on the above fizures the cotton farmer had a gross profit on the ties
Tor which he pald 3 cents per pound and sold for 10 cents of $8,190. 000.
approximately. An actua Smﬁt of this amonnt; and in view of the
figures, why should not the duty remain?

The claim is made that the ties and ba, g are taken into account
when the price is fixed, nnﬁ r_gmper deduction ls made, but this claim
can not well be proven. e price of cotton were fixed each month
or quarter or season, und there was a ng point at which these
values were adjusted this deduction mjght be made, but the price of
cotton may be llkened unto the brook, “ but I go on forever.” When
the price was a question simply between the m and the buyer, a
deduction for tare could be made; but when price is made, as it
tma been for years, on the exchanges, with a gradual rise from an

rage of 7 cents per pound of ten years ago to the present average
of 10 to 11 cents, and occasionally to 12 cents and over, I do not
see how the subject of tare can enter into the price. We "know that
the cotton weligher weighs in the ties and bagging, and it is paid for
at the cotton price with the resulting profit to the cotton grower. The
price of cotton is already fixed for the season by the exchanges; it
may bo higher or lower, with the varying crop prospects.

Yours, truly,

W. M. EELLEY.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, it is not
worth while for us to attempt to discuss such a monstrous
proposition as that the tare is not deducted on every bale of
cotton bought in America, for the reason that every man who
buys a bale of cofton and exports it knows that the contract
reads “c. 1. f. and 6 per cent.” Every man who ships a bale
of cotton knows that his contract reads in that way. The 6 per
cent fixed for tare after the “c. i. f."—commission, insurance,
and freight—have been deducted. Therefore when a bale of
cotton goes to Liverpool, Manchester, Lancaster, Munich, Bar-
celona, Genoa, or Alexandria, it is sold net. So the American
buyer, in buying cotton for export, deducts those fixed charges
and gives the man who owns the cotton the balance.

If it were truoe that we were getting the price for bagging
and ties, then it wounld be true that every American buyer
after buying a bale of cotton and who exported it to Europe
was giving the European buyer the bagging and ties on the bale
of cotton, because, as stated here, they deduct 30 pounds tare.
No man denies that, and yet the American price is fixed ac-
cording to the Liverpool price. Every morning when you go
into a stock exchange you will find that they wait until they
get a cablegram from Liverpool.

Mr. TILLMAN. I call the attention of the Senator from
South Carelina to this remarkable letter from Tallapoosa, in
which it is stated that the prices are fixed by the exchanges,
thereby doing away with all the balance of the argument of
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. OrLiver].

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Certainly; the price is fixed
by the exchanges. The New York and New Orleans exchanges
fix their price according to the Liverpool exchange.

Mr. CULBERSON., Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do.

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator permit me to make a
suggestion right there, from sworn testimony taken before the
committee of the other House—a few paragraphs upon this
particular point?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina, I will

Mr. CULBERSON. At page 4937 of the hearings is the
testimony of Mr. MeMillan on this subject, as follows:

Mr. Grices. I want to settle one matter that I think you understand

very thoroughly. An intimation was made here this morning that the
ﬁru&rm s?hls sacks. What tare is takem off for bagging and tl,eg
at ©

Mr. Mcnxm Six per cent is the allowance calculated upon; 30
pounds for each 500-pound bale of cotton.

GriGes, At O cents a um'.l that would be how much?

Mr McMiLLaX. That would be $2.70.

Mr. GrigGs. That the farmer loses in the ?rh:a of cotton, because it
is taken off the price of cotten. I don't belleve it is deducted abso-
Iutely, but that is taken into conﬂderntion In ﬂxing the price of cotton.

Mr. McMiLLAN. In other words, he does Mﬁ%mu
the price of cotton, but their welg‘ht is deduched in

Mr. Grices. And it amounts to $2.70?

Mr., McMiILLAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. Grigs. At 9 cents a gard——bemuse that is about the ruling

rice of b gz for the last few years—how many yards does it take
o cover a bale of cottom?
)(r McMiLLaX. Six and one-half yards Is about the average.
l[r GRIGGS. Haw much is ha ?
McMiLuAN. About 60 cents.
Mr Gnmas Wh.at is the cost of the tles to the farmer who has to

b
u{{r MCMILLAN About 20 cents per bale of cotton.
Mr, Gr1GGS. The two cost him 80 cents, and he loses for them $2.70?

Mr. McMiLLAN. Well, T do not fol‘low you exactly that way.
Mr Gnmﬂs, In the shape of tare
McMiLLax. He gets for his cotton a net price, and what he pays
for h!s bagglng he gets no return on at all.
GricGs., He really loses?
. McMiLLAN. There is no account ts.ken of that?
. Grices. That is, he loses the tare?
. McMinran. Yes.
. GRIGGS. And the tare is $2.707?
McMiLLaAN. Well, he would have to pay for the bagging then,
at the rice of cotton to start with, to lose that
RIGGS. I nnderstnnd that, and he does tha.t., does he not? He
loses ‘on the pa f because that welght is deducted
Mr. Mcumm He would not be entitled to the prlce on the gross

w
Blfr ‘Gricas. Two dollars and seventy cents are deducted from the

gmMr McMinLaN. That is correct.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro-
lina yield to the Senator frém North Carolina?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I do.

Mr. SIMMONS. I have a letter upon this subjeet from Mr.
Charles E. Johnson, the largest exporter of cotton in my State,
I think. He is located at Raleigh. Here is what he says with
reference to the matter now under consideration. This letter
was written April 2, 1909

When cotton is sold for export, the export price is less 6 per cent
for tare; that is, 6 per cent of the weight of the bale to cover the
ging and ties. Cottun is exported ‘ commission, insumce. freight, and
G per cent tare,” the slang for which is “c. i f. and

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, the whole
question involved in this matter comes back to the very princi-
ple which has been advocated on this floor by the Republican
Members of this Senate. So far as the amount saved, that
would almost be a negligible quantity. But I want to call the
attention of the Senate to the fact that we, by force of circum-
stances, are giving to New England one of the largest forms of
the raw material out of which she makes her wealth. We are
giving it to her absolutely free. Millions of dollars are in-
vested in the production of the finished article out of the raw
material preduced in the South. The Agricultural Department
is spending thousands and thousands of dollars in order to
teach us how we can secure more cotton per acre at a less cost,
g0 as to furnish to the manufacturers of this country that one
article that stands as one of the two necessities of the human
family, for there are but two necessities when it comes down to
the fundamental question: One is what shall we eat; and the
other is what we shall wear. And the South, by virtue of her
geographical position, answers the second question. We fur-
nish the basis of the raw material, and we get no possible bene-
fit from this protective tariff.

Our surplus is so great that three out of every four bales are
gold abroad. We furnish the basis out of which these manufac-
turers are making their wealth; and yet, in spite of the fact
that the Government is spending so much through the Agricul-
tural Department for the work of promoting the growth of
cotton, we come to the question of bagging, which this morning
went on the free list, but when we come to the question of
cotton ties, here are the New England States and Pennsylvania,
where the bulk of the ties are made, and in order to save, it
seems, a miserable pittance compared with the vast amount
that they are wringing from the American people, the over-
taxed and hard-working producer of that upon which New
England is dependent, the cotton of the South—when it comes
to a question of them being liberal-hearted and broad-minded
enough to yield that little in the high protective tariff and turn
back to the cotton grower, who gets no protection, this little
encouragement to go to work to make more, there must be
wrung from him 6 cents a bale, to go into the pockets of the
poor, down-trodden steel trust of America !

On April 25, 1906, it looked as if we were going to make a
magnificent erop of cotton. There were about 2,500,000 bundles
of ties ready for shipment, but by one touch of the key of the
electric button it was flashed over the cotton belt that the steel
trust of Pittsburg, Pa., had raised the price of tips 10 cents a
bundle, thus exacting from the pockets of the cotton growers of
the South $250,000 in one hour on 2,500,000 bundles of ties.
We were absolutely helpless, Why? The mills were waiting
for the cotton; the farmer was waiting to pay his debts; the
railroads were waiting to run; and because debt was grinding
us we had to put our cotton on the market, and we had to put
into the pockets of the steel trust in five minutes $250,000, be-
cause by virtne of the operation of this high tariff. All com-
petitors were shut out of the field, and we had either to buy
from them or go without any ties for our cotton.

A few years previous to that the bagging trust tried the same
procedure; but we were not as dependent upon the bagging for
covering as we are for ties for binding. A lot of us used clap-
boards. We covered our cotton with bags and clapboards and
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with all kinds of old junk that we picked up about the yards
and fields, and we beat the bagging trust to a standstill.

In view of the magnificent crop of the South, free not only
to America, but to the world at large, the Senate should see to
it that every encouragement possible shall be given to those
who have held the balance of trade since the war and before
in favor of America, instead of, for the sake of maininining a
miserable principle, taxing. those who produce the larzer part
of the wealth of this country merely in order to keep up a sys-
tem that takes from the growers of cotton this tremendous
amount.

It is not any use to talk about our getting paid for our bag-
ging and ties. Do you know, Mr. President and gentlemen of
the Senate, they not only charge us full value for bagging and
ties when we buy them and deduct them when we sell the cot-
ton, but they take the miserable stuff, piece it together, and sell
it back to us again with the duty on it, and we have used old
bagging and old pieced ties until we have nearly worn them
out, paying practically every time full value for that which
we had bought before and given to them.

There is no possible argument that any broad-minded Ameri-
ecan can urge against this proposition. If our cotton was pay-
ing a duty or was protected, there might be some semblance of
justice in saying that we should pay a proportionate duty on
bagging and ties; but since by virtue of the case we have got
to sell our cotton in the free markets of the world, and since
you are spending so many thousands of dollars encouraging and
supporting the industry of cotton culture, upon which we are
all so dependent, it does seem that we might at least be allowed
to get free of duty the covering that goes on the cotton to fix
it for the market. We do not ask you to put a duty on the
cotton. We simply ask you to give us a fair chance. Thank
God, the South is getting to a point where at last, by virtue
of her enforced poverty, by a system of economy that was
absolutely cruel, she has learned how to retrench and save
her money and come to the front; and whether you take the duty
off of ties or whether you put it on, the time will come when
we will come into our own and remember our friends.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President, there is no question but that cot-
ton is sold at Liverpool and for export at net weight, and the
weight is deducted up to 830 pounds, or 6 per cent, for ties and
bagging on the bales; but I think there is no possible doubt that
on the cotton used at home—the domestic cotton—the ties and
bagging are paid for by the consumers up fo 22 pounds at the
price of raw cotton. I do not undertake to say who gets that
money; but I do say that it is paid by all the mills. I have
here the rules for buying cotton laid down by the Arkwright
Club, which includes all the eastern mills, in which they say:

Purchasers of cotton have for many years regarded it as a special
grievance that bales are frequently loaded with bagging and secured by
an excess of ties, all of which, unless the extra weight be deducted, is
to be paid for as raw cotton. To overcome this difficulty rules have
been established limiting the amount of tare which will be allowed.
These rules are almost as manivs and as various as the cotton exchanges
or the individual establishments which have adopted them. The fixing
of a high allowance for tare is a temptation to load bales up to the
limit, as a high allowance for difference of weight of bales is a tempta-
tion to thievery from the bale itself. The desirability of uniform rules
relating to every question involved in the buying of cotton is univer-
sally admitted, but no general agreement has yet been reached upon
any single point. g

They establish 22 pounds as the limit. Here I have the de-
seription of a contract for cotton for future delivery as dealt in
at New York and New Orleans. The New York contract is
50,000 pounds gross. Here are the rules of the Arkwright Club
for buying cotton. The first rule is:

1. The weight of bagging and ties shall not exceed 22 pounds per bale,
and claims shall be made on the excess over that weight.

There is no question that the mills pay ; but where the money
goes 1 do not pretend to say. I have here the orders from spe-
cial mills—the Chicopee Manufacturing Company and the Ham-
* jlton Manufacturing Company—giving directions as to the buy-
ing of cotton. I ask that they be printed in the REcorp, together
with the extract which I send to the desk.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu-
setts yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. LODGE. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina,
one question.

Mr. LODGE. Certainly.

Mpr. SMITH of South Carolina. The Senator from Massachu-
setts says that they have fixed on 22 pounds. On what basis
is the price fixed before they agree to allow that 22 pounds?

Mr. LODGE. They pay for a bale; that is, 500 pounds——

AMr. SMITH of South Carolina. That is not the question. I
say, where is the price fixed?

I should merely like to ask

L{r. LODGE. The price of cotton, of course, is fixed in Liver-
pool.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Precisely.

Mr. LODGE. But on every bale that goes into New England,
I think, they pay for 22 or 24 pounds of bagging and ties at
the rate of raw cotton. That is, in a bale of 500 pounds, they
get 478 pounds of cotton and the rest ties and bagging.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The Senator from Massachu-
setts wants to be fair.

Mr. LODGE. Certainly I do.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina, The price is fixed at Liver-
pool, and 30 pounds is deducted at Liverpool for tare. They
only allow 22 pounds and deduct 30, getting 8 pounds of our '
cotton free.

Mr. LODGE. The Senator is entirely mistaken.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I have handled cotton all
my life, and I am not mistaken.

Mr. TODGE., Thirty pounds is not deducted here.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. It is deducted in Liverpool.

Mr. LODGE. It is deducted in Liverpool; but that has noth-
ing to do with the price of cotton. ;

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. If the price is fixed in Liv-
erpool, less ¢, i. f.—that is, fixed charges, 6 per cent, and 30
pounds to the bale——

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, I
believe I have the floor. They pay net weight and we pay
gross. That is the whole story.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Exactly——

Mr. LODGE. The price in Liverpool has nothing whatever
to do with the deduction made.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. They deduct the bagging and
ties before they fix that price. ¥

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. I know our mills pay it. I do not
say that the planter gets it, but I know that our mills pay it.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Why is it that at the com-
press exporters have been warned about packing sample holes
and splicing sides? Thirty pounds are deducted for tare be-
fore the price is fixed. You only allow us on 22 pounds for
bagging and ties, and you deduct 36 pounds, thereby not only
getting our bagging and ties for nothing, but getting 8 pounds
of our cotton free.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu-
setts yield to the Senator from South Carolina? -

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. +

Mr., TILLMAN., I want to explain what my friend means
when he speaks about “ splicing sides,” else you gentlemen will
be in the dark and it will be Sanskrit to you. An ordinary com-
mercial bale of cotton has this much cotton exposed. [Indi-
cating.] This is on the side. The demand has been made by
gome of the factories that in order to keep that from getting
muddied and filled with grit when they roll it over carrying
it to the ears, that bagging shall be put under hoops reaching
to the end and on the underside so as to cover the cotton and
leave none open. That is what is called “splicing sides.”

“ Sample holes” are the cuts in the side where the buyer,
sampling the cotton, runs his gimlet in and twists it around to
gzet ont a fair sample. He runs it in sometimes a foot and
twists it around and pulls the ecotton through. That is to find
whether the bale has been padded by having good, nice, white
cotton put on the outside and having dirty and inferior cotton
put in the inside of the bale. When it gets to the compress
they put a patch over that eut. That is what the Senator means
by * patching sample holes.”

Mr. LODGE. I only want to say, in conclusion—for I do not
want to take any time—that I have not the slightest doubt that
if bagging and ties were admitted free the New England mills
would cease to pay for them; but, Mr. President, I see no
reason why industries, such as the manufacture of bagging and
ties, fairly built up under the system of tariff that we have
had for many years, are not entitled to a reasonable protection
like any other industry in this country. I do not want to dis-
cuss the question further. I merely want to put in the Recorp
the papers to which I have referred.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, per-
mission is granted.

The papers referred to are as follows:

HAMILTON MANUFAC%URINU COMPANY,

REASURER'S OFFICE,
Boston, September 1, 1907,
All purchases of cotton after this date by the Hamilton Manufactur-
ing Company will be subject to the rules adopted by the Arkwright
Club, as follows :
The bagging and bands on any one bale shall not exceed 22 pounds.
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All bagging and bands appearing to be exeessive in welght will be
weighed when the bale is opened at the picker, and elaim for over-
weight made on the shipper.

Clalms for extra bagging and bands to be good for fifteem momths
from purchase of cotton.

CHICOPEE MANUFACTURING COMPANY,
- Roston, August 1, 1903.

All purchases of cotton after this date by the Chicopee Manufacturing

Company will be subject to the following conditions :
Invoices, accompanied duplicate bills of l.ad!md all other cor-
respondence should be addressed to the Chicopee ufacturing Com-

pany, post-office hox 2966, Boston, Mass.
Btate on involee date of order and the name of the broker.
Invoices of 100 bales of one mark preferred.
Drafts must be drawn at sight on the Chicol Manufacturing Com-
pany, Albert Greene Duncan, treasurer, 70 Kilby street, Boston, Mass.
Bills of lading must state route, es%ech.ny he port, if a rail-and-
water shipment, and should read: *“ Chicopee Manufacturing
Company, Chicopee Falls, Mass. Drafts will not be paid on bills of
lading containing clauses ﬁ;lvtng the carrier the benefit of insurance or
which limit the time in which notice of loss of damage must be given
or suits institnted.
Drafts will not be paid on bills of lading representing shipments from
different points under the same mark.
Insurance will be effected by the mill
All purchases, except from the Atlantic States, are made on the basis
af El-rniésinalulx]m;m&:ngegn{ eithcmhiin rate of insurance on cotton from
n rts w T, o the shippers.
Welghts on hills of lading to agree with invoice weights.
Loss in weight not to exceed 3 pounds per bale, with cotton in a
sound and dr:{ condition.,
tlij‘;lttm:l J]er.'e ved wet or damp will be set aside to dry before weighing
at the mill,

The general outturn of each shipper's weights will be carefully con-

idered i chasing.

g '§are. n :rbazgiug and bands on any one bale shall not exceed 24
pounds, and all hagz‘i‘.n% and bands a ring to be excessive in weight
will be weighed when at the picker, and claims for

e bale is a&eﬂeﬂ
overweight made on the shipper. hese claims be good for fifteen
months after the purchase of the cottom.

Claims will be made on all cotton found to be below the grade and
staple specified in the sale note when sampled on arrival at the mill,
an\fl if cotton shounld be]:o fﬁ below grade and staple that we can not
use it shipper must replace

Claims will also be made against the shipper for mixed packed, false
packed, water packed, couniry damaged, or % bales. These latter
claims to be.good until the cotton is used. In making all eclalms each
involce or mark will be considered by itself regardless of the number of
bales in the sale.

Yours, truly, ALBERT GREENE DUNCAN,
Treasurer.

DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACTS FOR COTTON FOR FUTURE DELIVERY, AS DEALT
IN AT NEW YORK AND NEW ORLEANS.

The New York contract is for 50,000 pounds (gross) im about 100
square bales cotton, growth of the Uni Sta %;obe delivered from
licensed warchouse In the port of New York during the month agreed.
The delivery to be at seller’s option upon three days' notice to buyer,
ll:l%!;fh“mlttm:“= t?;a ;eehoFs:h, grade, from ordinary (white) to fair,

on o . f
mxlugif;; angd if tinged or stained, nothing below * middling, stained ”
he ivered.
" Pri.eeetovb; for middling, with additions or deductions for other grades
according to the rates’ of the Cotton Exchange existing on the afternoon
of the day previous to the date of the notice of delivery. Certificates
of inspection, classification, and wel,i!;;s issued by the * Inspector in
echief of cotton ™ of the New York Cot Exchange to be tendered with
the cotton and made the basis of settlement. (For details, see p. 92':.‘)
Payment to be made upon the day of delivery of warehouse receipts
t! tton.
forElthi:Dpar:y to have the right to call for margin, as the variations of
the market for like deliveries may warrant. An nri.?'lnaj margin up to
£5 per bzle, to remain in trust company until settlement of the con-
tract, may be required by either ty, provided demand therefor is
made within twenty-four hours after the transaction. The party de-
manding original margin must also deposit an equal amount himself,
All ins are required to be deposited in a trust co ¥ or bank.

The New Orleans contract differs from the New York contract as
follows : .

The seller gives five daJa' notice of delivery and can deliver from eot-
ton presses and railroad depots and can deliver from two places.

e lowest grade of stained cotton tenderable is “E:rw middling,
stained,’” and the receiver has the right to refuse all sandy, dusty, i
or gin-cut cotton. Dusty eotton being defined under the contract as cot-
ton lessened in value more than one-eighth of a cent per pound by rea-
gon of dust and “sandy cotton” as cotton centaining more than'1 per
cent of sand. Cotton Is for each delivery,

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the contention of the Senator
srom Massachusetts, that the seller of cotton gets back the
price of bagging and ties, and that therefore he should not
have his ties duty free, I suppose may be eonsidered as to some
extent at least an admission that he should have free ties if
he does not get back the price. It would certainly be a strong
argument why bagging and ties should be allowed to the cotton
producer free of tariff duty. It is utterly impossible for me to
see upon what grounds the Senator from Massachusetts can
base any such contention. If I may have his atfention for a
moment, I should like to put the case to him in a way which, I
think, must eause him to recognize his mistake. The price of
cotton is regulated in Liverpool, and that price is for net cotton,
the cotton without any addition on account of bagging or ties:
In other words, it is the price which we are paid for cotton
when it reaches Liverpool and the bagging and ties have been
deducted therefrom, or an allowance of 6 per cent made for

| them, which is little more than the same thing, as explained
by the Senator from South Carolina.

That price is eommunicated, say, to Savannah, whieh is a
large cotton port, the third largest in the United States. That
fixes the price of cotfon per pound in Savannah, the tare being
taken into consideration and the transportation, insurance, and
so forth, also being taken into consideration. If there were one
class of sellers to the foreign purchaser and another class of
sellers to the domestie purchaser, it might be, as the Senator sng-
gests, that there is a gross weight considered in the one ease a1
a net weight in the other. If there were different ¢lasses of pur-
chasers, recognized as such and allowed different prices as such,
in the one case the price being fixed to the foreign purchaser on
the net cotton and in the other case the price being fixed to the
domestic purchaser on the gross cotton, there might be ground
for such a contention, but such is not the case. Cotion is sent
to a warehouse or samples are sent to a factor.

They are spread out upon a table, classified, and graded.
Purchasers come in, and the factor names a certain price on
this grade of cotton, a certain price on another grade of
cotton, and a certain price on yet another grade of cotton
He does not say “it is so much gross to you,” speaking to
a domestic purchaser, and “so much net to you,” speaking
to a purchaser for foreign export, but the priee is fixed
exactly at the same rate for each purchaser. In each case
it is a price of so much per pound gross. To say that the
purchaser who buys cotton for export is charged a greater
price because it is on the net cotton than is given to the do-
mestic purchaser because his is on the gross weight is utterly
untenable. It is the same price to each; in each ecase it is so
much a pound gross; and in each case the factor, in fixing the
price, is fixing it on the basis of the net priee in Liverpool. If
it has this tare upon it when sold gross here, of eourse the
price is diminished in that proportion—neecessarily so. If that
were not true, of course the domestie purchaser would go and
buy cotton upon the representation that he was buying it for
export, or vice versa.

Mr. TILLMAN. And we would have two prices of cotton.

Mr. BACON. Yes; we would have two prices of cotton. But
there are not two prices of cotton. One man buys for export,
and another man buys for domestic consnmption. They both
buy from the same man, from the same table of samples, and
at the same price; and that must necessarily be the ease. Not
only does the producer of cotton lose the tare, the 6 per cent
which goes on cotton to foreign ports, but he loses it to the
domestic consumer just the same. That is so because the price
is fixed in Liverpool at the net price of cotton, and the tare is
dedueted therefrom; and when the price is fixed in Savannah
or Charleston or New Orleans, the price is necessarily fixed with
reference to what it will yield net. There is no possibility of
doubt about it.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. BACON. I do.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask a question of the Senator
as to the actunal practice in this country. Does the American
manufacturer in buying a bale of cotton pay for 500 pounds?

Mr. BACON. If it weighs that much on the scales; yes.

Mr. SMOOT. I mean with the bagging and ties and all?

Mr. BACON. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. He pays for the gross weight?

Mr. BACON. For the gross weight; that is the universal cus-
tom in this country.

Mr. SMOOT. And he pays the Liverpool price?

Mr. BACON. The Liverpool price.

Mr. SMOOT. Then the American buyer is certainly at a
disadvantage, because the Liverpool price is made upon the net
weight of the cotton.

Mr. BACON. Exactly. :

Mr. SMOOT. Let us take an example: In Liverpool they pay
for 470 pounds?

Mr. BACON. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. That, at 10 cents a pound, would be $47. That
same bale of cotton, at 10 cents a pound in this country, Liver-
pool making the rate 10 cents, would be $50, would it not?

Mr. BACON. No; the Senator is all wrong.

Mr. LODGE. That is exaetly what our mills pay. They pay
$50 for the bale that sells for $47 in Liverpool
. Mr. BACON. The Senator has asked me a question, and I
will reply to it. .

Mr. SMOOT. If that is not the case, I do not see the sound-
ness of the position taken by the Senator—that we pay on the

gross weight and England pays on the net weight.
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Mr. BACON, If the Senator will permit me, I will explain
that to him. It is very simple. As he says, a 500-pound bale
of cotton is paid for in Liverpool at the rate of 470 pounds.
When that price is transmitted to New Orleans, for instance,
which is the largest cotton port, and a 500-pound bale is put up
for sale, the price of that 500-pound bale per pound is graduated
by what would be the net price—not by the gross price—al-
though it is paid for as a 500-pound bale.

Mr. FILLMAN. They pay at the rate of $47 for it.

Mr. BACON. Yes; as suggested, if the price of the bale in
Liverpool is $47, or 10 cents per pound net, when the price came
to be fixed in New Orleans it would not be 10 cents on 500
pounds; but they would figure out how much it would be per
pound of a 500-pound bale if it were only 470 pounds, and how
much in addition to that must be deducted for the transportation.

In that way the price of the coiton per pound is fixed, not, as
the Senator suggests, by giving the same price for the gross
weight that is paid for the net weight, but a price is paid for
the gross weight which is equivalent to the net price. Al-
though it is paid for gross, there is a deduction made in the
price, so that it is the equivalent of the net price.

Mr, SMOOT. Then the position the Senator takes is this—
+ Mr. BACON. It is not a position; I am stating the fact.

Mr. SMOOT. Then the facts, as they Senator says they are,
are these: Instead of getting 10 cents a pound, if that is the
Liverpool price, the cotton grower here does not get 10 cents?

Mr. BACON. Of course not.

Mr. SMOOT. Then he does not get the Liverpool price?

Mr. BACON. He gets the Liverpool price figured down so as
to exclude the tare.

Mr, TILLMAN. I will explain the idea to the Senator. The
buyer figures in this way: “I have to get this 500-pound bale
of cotton at $47.”

Mr. BACON. Yes.

Mr. TILLMAN. “I have to get_ it at the Liverpool rate.”
Therefore he makes a rule of three: “As $50 is to $47, so is 10
cents a pound to the price I have to pay.”

Mr. BACON. Less transportation.

Mr. SMOOT. Then, instead of being 10 cents a pound, as at
Liverpool, the price is 9.4 cents here? :

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes.

Mr, BACON. Yes; but the difference is this, if the Sena-
tor will pardon me: If the price were fixed here, of course the
Senator would be correct; it would be 10 cents here and that
much more in Liverpool, because of the cost of transportation.
That would increase the price. If the price were fixed here,
when it got there is would be that much greater, of course.
But the price is fixed there, and it is a net price; and the
Senator from South Carolina has stated the matter with abso-
lute clearness and accuracy.

Mr. TILLMAN. Except for this—that cotton at Liverpool is
quoted in pennies.

Mr. BACON. Yes.

Mr. TILLMAN. And in figuring out just what they shall
pay in cents, they allow for the difference in exchange, whatever
‘that may be, and fix the price according to that rule.

Mr. BACON. Yes; exchange, transportation, insurance and
freight all have to be figured. 'Upon the basis of $47 in Liver-
pool, as stated by the Senator from South Carolina, the calcula-
tion is made, taking all these elements into consideration, as to
what can be paid for the same cotton, estimating it as a gross
article. There is no question in the world about it, Mr. Presi-
dent. It is beyond possibility that any man who knew any-
thing about business would think that cotton could be bought
in New Orleans at one price if it was going abroad and be
bought at another price if it was going to stay here; because
in that case the man would always purchase it for the particu-
Iar purpose for which he could get it the cheapest.

Mr. TILLMAN. Let me state here, Mr. President, that if we
ever get to the point in this country where we consume all the
cotton that is produced, and only send it abroad when they give
us a bonus for it, we will fix the price, and they will pay for
all these privileges and deductions,

Mr. BACON. We had this identical question here twelve
years ago, when the Dingley bill was before the Senate, and
when the matter of free bagging and ties was being discussed;
and all this matter was thrashed out then. There is no ques-
tion about the fact that the seller cf cotton does not get back
one single particle of the price he pays for the bagging and
ties. It is an absolute dead loss, not only as to cotton that
goes to Europe, but as to cotten that goes to Massachusetts, to
Fall River, or anywhere else,

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, this subject has been so lucidly
explained by the junior Senator from South Carolina, by the
Senator from Georgia, and by the senior Senator from South

Carolina, that it seems to me it is unnecessary for me to say
anything, except as to the continuance of the illusion that
seems to prevail in some quarters about it.

It has been just about thirty years, or probably thirty-one
yvears, since I had a debate on this subject in the House with
Mr. Ballou, a cotton manufacturer of the State of Rhode Is-
land, and a most excellent gentleman he was. He made the
very statement that has been made here to-day—that the cotton
manufacturer paid for the bagging and the ties. I think I
showed very clearly, and I know I convinced that gentleman,
that there was a tare and tret, as has been explained, in Liver-
pool, and that in this country the tare and tret did not come off
in the weight, but is reduced in the price, It is so simple a
thing that I do not see how there can be any misunderstanding
about it. I know very well that there is not a single Senator
here who would attempt to make an erroneous statement con-
cerning it or to leave a false impression, but they are in the
receipt of letters such as have been filed by the junior Senator
from Pennsylvania, which are enough to mislead anyone who
has any confidence whatever in the writer. I do not know who
Mr. Kelley is, and I do not know what he is doing in Talla-
poosa, but I know that one of two things is true: Either a man
who is so purely and crassly ignorant of the matter should
never attempt to give any information or his cold mendacity
should meet some sort of reproof. If he knows anything about
the question upon which he is attempting to instruct people,
he knows, when he writes that letter, that there is not a single
word of truth in his statements.

It is simply absurd to suppose that any manufacturer on
earth will give anything for old junk. You can not use the
old ties except for scrap iron, and you can not use the old bag-
ging from a bale of cotton except for raw material. It can
not be again used as bagging without being remanufactured.
No wan ever will pay for it, and no man ever has yet paid a
single cent for it.

I planted cotton all my life until four years ago. When I
or my manager informed the cotton buyers by telegraph or
telephone that there were a certain number of bales of cotton
waiting to be bought, two or three of them would come up and
bid upon it. Some of those men were buying for eastern mar-
kets; one of them was buying for Liverpool; but it has been
many years since any cotton has gone from that far up the
Mississippi to New Orleans. It nearly all goes east by rail
Some of it, as I said, is exporied, and some is used at home.
But it never occurred to anybody that the man who was buy-
ing the cotton for Liverpool and the man who came with him
buying for an eastern market were going to bid except upon
the quality of the cotton, the length of its fiber, its freedom
from what is called “nap” or the entanglement of the soil, the
dust or dirt in it, and the stain that results from rain. Quality
is the only thing that is ever considered. But while it is so
plain and simple to people who know something about cotton,
I can understand very well that a Senator who does not know
anything about it can be easily misled by misinformation. I do
not care what quarter it comes from—in some cases, I suppose,
people who undertake to give information are simply not in-
formed ; but in other cases I am inclined to think it arises from
a pure effort to deceive and leave a false impression.

That seems to be a harsh thing to say, but I think it is justi-
fied by the facts of the case. Of course to any man who lives in
the cotton country it is perfectly plain how this thing works.
I know, too, that there is some difficulty about understanding
it elsewhere. This whole question of tare and tret ought to be
worked out legitimately here, just as it is in England, and
then it will be plain to everybody. But it is not, and we see
the result that follows.

It has been thirty or thirty-one years since I had this very
question up in the House, and it was argued out. I know that
Mr. Ballou—who was, I believe, a Quaker, and I know he was
every inch a gentleman—confessed that he was wrong about it,
and that he was convinced he was mistaken. He admitted
that, although he had been a cotton buyer, and had been under
the impression—as I know he was, from what he said—that he
had been paying the ruling price on cotton for old junk, which
was absolutely useless to him or anybody else, and went to the
scrap heap.

Mr. DICK. My, President, the memorandum I have on this
cotton-ties question I submit to the Senators from cotton States;
and if the statements are not correct, I shall be very glad indeed
to have them corrected.

The price to dealers this season (1909) in guantities at ware-
houses throughout the South has ranged from 60 cents to 75
cents per bundle.

That one bundle cotton ties weighs 45 pounds and contains 30
ties,
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That six ties, weighing 9 pounds, are ordinarily used on each
bale of cotton.

That the domestic price at the maximum figure this season,
viz, T5 cents per bundle, equals $37.33 per gross ton.

That present import price is $31.20 per gross ton in bond.

The duty in the Dingley law, paragraph 129, is five-tenths
cent per pound, and is equal to $11.20 per gross fon.

The rate in the Payne bill, paragraph 123, is three-tenths cent
per pound, and is equal to $6.72 per gross ton.

The Dingley tariff on cotton ties is therefore 22% cents per
bundle, equivalent to 4% cents per bale of cotton.

The Payne taviff is 13} cents per bundle, equivalent to 2.7
cents per bale of cotton, or a reduction of 40 per cent on the
present law. :

According to my information, cotton ties are retailed to the
farmers, delivered at the railroad stations throughout the cot-
ton belt, at 2 cents per pound.

It takes 9 pounds of cotton ties to bale one bale of cotton, at
a cost to the farmer for the ties of 18 cents per bale.

One bale cotton weighs about 500 pounds and, valued at 10
cents per pound, sells for $50.

The farmer pays 18 cents for his cotton ties and sells them,
included in the weight of his bale of cotton, for 90 cents, a profit
of 72 cents.

Based on the market price to-day for a bale of cotton, the
cost of the cotton ties is equivalent to nine twenty-fifths of 1
per cent of the value of the cotton contained in the bale. Ac-
cording to the rules and practice of the New York Cotton Ex-
change, cotton has always been sold at gross weight, which in-
cludes the weight of the cotton ties and the bagging. This
same rule and practice controls in all other cotton exchanges
throughout the United States, so I am informed.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina, Let me make a statement
right here.

Mr. DICK. Certainly.

Mr., SMITH of South Carolina. Before that is fixed there
has been dedueted on the 10 cent a pound cotton $3. Now then,
calculate how much has he lost. TLet him have $1.10 for that,
and then lose $3 in tare, and he has lost $1.90. That is making
money fast.

Mr. DICK. The Senator assumes that the reduction made in
Liverpool must apply in this instunce. With that proposition
I can not agree.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. That is absolutely true.

Mr. DICK. The cotton purchasers of this country and the
cotton manufacturers of this country make no deduction for
tare, except where it is in excess of 22 or 24 pounds to the bale,
Am 1 right about that?

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. He does not deduct any tare
until it gets to 30 pounds, but you must understand that the
30 pounds is deducted in the world-fixing market of Liverpool.
Suppose cotton is 11 cents. There is a difference of a cent be-
tween the Liverpool and the American price. There is deducted
$5 from that bale of cotton, in order to cover fixed charges;
therefore cotton at 11 cents in Liverpool is 10 cents in America.
That $5 a bale is $2 for commissions, insurance, and freight,
and $3 for tare. There is where you come. You gef only $50,
whereas, if your tare was not deducted, you ought to get $53.
It is as simple as it can be.

Do you suppose any American cotton buyer would buy a bale
of cotton at gross weight and sell it to the Liverpool man less
the bagzging and ties?

Mr. DICK. I think the Senator's colleague answered that
question perhaps better than I can. He said thiat when we con-
sume ot home all, or approximately all, the cotton we produce
in this country, we will fix the rules with reference to all these
matters. My contention is—and I think it is in harmony with
the suggestion of the senior Senator from South Carolina him-
self—that Liverpool does not fix the price. The law of supply
and demand does that. Liverpool simply registers the price.

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not say that Liverpool does not fix
the price, because Liverpcol is the great cotton mart of the
world. India ships her cotton to Liverpool, Egypt ships her
cotton to Liverpool, and all the American surplus goes to Liver-
pool. Of course, there are shipments to Genoa and Bremen,
and the French ports—Marseille, and so forth. Some little
goes to Spain and some little to Austria. But the whole of it
is rated on the Liverpool price. Where is the price of wheat
fixed ?

Mr. DICK. The price of wheat, I insist, is fixed by the law
of supply and demand.

Mr. TILLMAN. Sure; and the law of supply and demand
lhias its office in Liverpool.

AMr. DICK. And the price of cotton is fixed by the law of
supply and demand, and -it is registered in Liverpool. YWheat

and cotton are subject to the same commercial laws, and with
precisely similar results.

Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me?

Mr. DICK. Certainly.

Mr. MONEY. I wish to add one word that I forgot to men-
tion, and that is as to the complaint which I understand has
been voiced from some buyer that he had to pay for excessive
waste, in excessive bagging and excessive ties, leaving the very
bad impression that the cotton planters of the South were put-
ting in more bagging and ties than were necessary.

Mr. DICK. Oh, no.

Mr. MONEY. That is what was said.

Mr. TILLMAN. That charge has been made.
from Mississippi knows it.

Mr. DICK. Of course I said nothing of that kind.

Mr. TILLMAN. I know.

Mr. MONEY. I do not say the Senator did. But somebody
did. In the first place, the great complaint made against the
cotton planter of the South is that he does not put enough of
bagging or of ties on his bale to make it secure. That complaint
comes constantly from Liverpool, and every cotton dealer of
any extent in the United States has sent around photographs
of a bale of Indian cotton on the dock at Liverpool, of the
Egyptian bale, of the Brazilian bale of cotton, and of the Ameri-
can bale of cotton, and in every instance the Ameriean bale is
about half wrapped up, the cotton extending in every direction
on account of the imperfect wrapping, the bale entirely out of
shape and cotton lost in every direction. That is the common
complaint, and it is a just one. Endeavor has been made to
have the farmers put enough bagging on their cotton to pre-
serve the fiber from the weather and the dirt. That is a com-
mon case.

Of late years public ginners have been doing all the ginning,
except on the large plantations. These ginners gin the cotton
for a certain price, and they put the bagging and ties on it, and
the farmers are continually complaining of these ginners that
they will not put enough of bagging and ties on their cotton to
preserve it. That is one of the complaints which the Senator
can find anywhere by making inquiry.

That charge against the Southern cotton planter must fall to
the ground, because the fact is just exactly the reverse. If you
find a bale superabundantly wrapped, it is due to a mistake
and is not a matter of intention on the part of the farmer fo
pay for more than is necessary to get the cotton to market.

Mr. DICK. Before the Senator from Mississippl takes his
seat, I should like to ask him a question. Is the rather indif-
ferent baling responsible for any part of the $3 deduction?

Mr, MONEY. Obh, no; that is simply tare and tret. It is
an average of 6 per cent—I do not care what the weight may
be—that is taken off. Suppose 50 pounds have been lost in
transit on account of imperfect bagging. The 30 pounds comes
off just the same, because 500 pounds is the average bale.

The tare is not deducted by the weight of each individual
bale, but by the average 500-pound bale, and it is 30 pounds.
Even if the cotton bale weighs 600 pounds, only 30 pounds are
taken off, and if it weighs 400 pounds it comes off. For this
reason it has been ineculcated over and over again a million
times into the Southern mind that the farmer must put up his
bale at about 500 pounds. I have known some cases where
they have put seven or eight hundred pounds into one bale,
because®they wanted to save freight on the railroad, which
charges by the bale and not by the pound.

Mr. DICK. There is another question, if I may ask it

Mr. MONEY. Certainly.

Mr. DICK. Is that rule universally applied to other coun-
tries as well as to the United States?

Mr. MONEY. What rule?

Mr. TILLMAN. Our bales in America are heavier than in
Europe or in England.

Mr. MONEY. There is no sort of comparison between the
American and the Egyptian and Indian bale.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. If the Senator will allow
me, he asked about a rule. Did he mean the amount of tare?

Mr. DICK. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The Egyptian cotton is not
packed in what we call “ bagging,” in the rough jute, but in fine
burlap, and with four times as many ties as an American bale.
It is also compressed to a great density and carries 750 pounds
to the bale, and only about 3 per cent is deduected for tare.

Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to remark that it would be a
great reflection upon the sense of the southern cotton planters
if they could buy ties at 5 cents a pound and sell them at 10.
that they did not get rich. They could wrap and rewrap them
and have practically nothing but the bagging itself. But our
friends abroad who buy from us will not take it in that way.

The Senator
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-Mr. DICK. I am not objecting to any profit the cotton
planter may get out of the ties he purchases and sells to some
one else. I was only thinking that if my information is cor-
rect, and that if cotton ties sufficient for a bale of eotton could
be purchased for 18 cents and sold for 90, the matter has been
already very largely adjusted and altogether in favor of the
cotton planter. I was led to believe all that as set out by
the rule which has been adopted by the Arkwright Club, which
the Senator from Massachusetts has already read, and some
correspondence which came to my hand during the considera-
tion of this bill.

I have, among others, a letter from Willlam G. King, superin-
tendent of the New York Cotton Exchange, who, under date of
May 19, 1909, says:

The Arkwright Club, Boston, Mass., is an associatioh of cotton
and has certain rules for buylng cotton. The regulations tor purcgeaa
ing, regn:ding welght, are covered by rules No. 1 and No. 2, as follows:

e weight of bagging and ties shall not exceed 22 gbounds per
bale, and claims shall be made on the excess over that we

“ 2. Claims for extra tare shall be good for fifteen mon from pur-
chase of cotton.”

The rules adopted by the Arkwr (‘lub are followed by all pur-
chasers of cotton and are in acmr&am the rules and practice
whieh have controlled the leading mhan;ea i.n the United States for
many years.

Tge,followins is an extract from the circular letter of the Hamlilton
Manufacturing Company dated Boston, September 1, 1907 :

“All cotton after this date by the Hamilton Manufae-

i) ﬁn.ny will be subject to the rules adopted by the Arkwright
Ctub, as follows: * The f ng and bands (ties) on any one bale shall
not exceed 22 nds. Al ggigg and bands appearing to be excessive
in weight shall be made whe e bale is opened at the picker, and
claims for overweight made on jobber, Claims for extra baggia: and
bands to be g&od from fifteen months from purchase of cotton.

Chicl:om nufacturing Company, in circular letter dated Boston,

Al
E"’?’rmﬂulgnte rules allowing a tare of 24 pounds for all bagging and

bands (ties
The follow are abstracts from letters written by William G. King,
Vew York Cotton Exchange:

May 19, 1909.

superintendent
g and t:Ieu. but ets back

hum
ties or hax
in ocecasional msta.nm where farmer lma put
an will cover the bale, in which event the extra
bagging is cut !rom the bale before weighing the latter.
As a matter of fact, therefore, the buyer in thiu country bases the
cost of the ties and bagging in paying for each bale by its gross weight.

The farmer or broker pays for the b
the cost thereof in selling his cotton br
In this countiry no allowance is made fi
to the buyers ex
on more bagging

New York, June 9, 1909.
In answer to your inquiry of this date, cotton has always been deliv-

ered in the 11I:vort of New York upon the gross weight of the cotton; and
I believe t is the universal custom throughout the United States for
American cotton.

Mr. TILLMAN. That is entirely correet, so far as it goes;
but it does not state that the price which has been arranged on
that cotton has taken into consideration that there is so much
bagging and ties which must be deducted, and that is allowed
for in the price.

Mr. DICK. Does not the Senator think that in a very large
degree hig grievance has been modified by the fact that under
existing conditions we have established great cotton factories
in this country and consume a very great portion of the supply
here, which consumption goes on increasing and will, I hope,
continue to increase until his own desire may find its consum-
mation, namely, that we shall consume in this country all the
cotton we raise?

Mr. TILLMAN, I hope to see that some day.
not see it. I will be dead before it comes.

Mr. DICK. I hope not.

Mr. TILLMAN, But it will come,

Mr, DICK. Then my information is correct that cotten is
regularly bought and sold on the basis of the gross weight of
the bale, including the weight of the bagging and the weight of
the ties.

The standard practice, covering all contracts for the purchase
or sale of cotton, provides a limit of 22 pounds per bale for the
weight of the bagging and the cotton ties. All tare—that is,
Wexghft of bagging and cotton ties—in excess of 22 pounds is not
paid for.

Again, in the matter of deductions in the weight of baled
cotton: An examination of the statute law of most of the cotton
States indicates that while some of them have forbidden any
deductions from the actual weight of the bale of cotton for any
purpose whatever—scalage, breakage, or any other deduction—
that the same object is accomplished by compelling all cotton
purchased and =old to be weighed by public weighers elected by
the locality preducing the cotton and in sympathy with them.
and whose decisions are final and invariably in favor of the
seller of the baled cotton.

Section 1510, of the Sandels and Hill Digest of the Statutes
of Arkansas, says:

It shall be unlawful for any person who weighs cotton in the State
of Arkansas to take off anything for scalage.

No; I will
L ]

The act 284 of Arkansas, 1905, creates a public weigher in
the counties of Howard, Columbia, Garland, Polk, Montgomery,
Nevada, White, and Clark, and as amended by act 243, of 1907,
provides that any person or persons other than the said cofton
weigher or his deputy, who shall weigh or attempt to weigh
cotton within his jurisdiction, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor
and fined not less than $10 and not more than $25 for each bale
of cotton so weighed.

Quoting Mayfield’s Criminal Code of Alabama, volume 3, pub-
lished 1907 :

6671, (13811) (11&6%(1411} (1160) (931). What unlawful in buy-
ing cotton. unlawful for any person, firm, company, or

rgorstion. in buying baled eotton or in welghing ‘said cotton for sale,

educt from the actual weight thereof, as shown on a level-standing
beam of the scale, or to use in weighing cotton untested weights, so as
to deprive the seller of the cotton of any of its real value.

Genesis on Statute, Loulmin’s Digest, page 103, provided a
heavy penalty for failure to securely inclose cotton gins or to
allow cotton seed fo be deposited in streams. (Amended Dec, 3,
1890, p. 23; Feb, 28, 1887, p. 72, sec. 1.)

6672, (1390) (1187) (1412) 1161) (923). Penalty for making de-
ductions, ete. Any person, company, firm, or eorporation who violates
the preeedmg section shall be quilty of a misdemeanor, and on eon-
viction, be fined in each case not less than ten or more than fifty dol—
lars. But deductions may be made by mutual consent of huger
geller, or their authorized agents or representatives, on wet or ay.-.ed
mtton bales, on each bale so weighed or dedueted from. (Dec. 3, 1890,
p- 22; Feb. 28, 1887, p. T2, sec.

South Carolina, Code of Laws, 1902. Volume IL
Code:

8ec. 343. Any person who shall put and make the Tge known as
“ breakage upon the weighing of cotton ™ shall be gum;y of a misde-
meanor, and on conviction thereof shall be fined not more than $25 or
i?ptrhlwnment of not more than thirty days, or both, in the discretion
L} e Ccoun

Sec. 351. It shall be unlawful for any cotton buyer to refuse io ac-
cept any bale of cotton after he has bought the same by sample thereof,
welghing over 300 pounds, provided the same corresponds in quality
with the sample bought by; and any such buyer who docks or deducts

any amount from the pumhase price of any such bale of eotton or at-
tempts to dock or deduct any amount fmm the purchase price of such
bale of cotton shall be deemed ty of & misdemeanor and fined not
more than one hundred and not less than twenty dollars.

Sec. 353. Any person weighing cotton in a cotton market where a
publie weixner has been elected shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and fined not less than five nor more than ten dollars for each offense.

The Civil Code of South (‘arolina, section 1552, provides for
election of cotton weigher, who shall give an oath and a bond;
whose compensation shall be not more than 10 cents a bale, to
be paid in equal proportion by the buyer and the seller; who
shall weigh all cotton sold in such cotton markets and give a
certificate showing the weight of each bale or package of cotton
weighed, It shall be his further duty to adjust any difference
between sellers and buyers as to moisture and mixed or false

Criminal

cking.
DaSection 1555 makes special provisions for Sumter County.
" Section 1556 for the town of Homeopath, and appeints a simi-
lar weigher.

Similar weighers are provided for many other counties.

Sales of cotton by other than the aforesaid publle weighers
are a misdemeanor.

Act 21, Laws of 1888, page 17, Louisiana, is an act to pro-
hibit the deduction of 2 pounds or any number of pounds, known
as “sealage,” from the welght of cotton, and provides a penalty
therefor :

Secrioxy 1. That it shall be unlawful for any purchaser or weigher
ot cotton to deduct 2 poun or any number of pounds, known as
scalage,” trom the actusl weight of any bale of cotton weighed or

urchased by them.
¥ Sec. 2. urchasers shall account to the seller of cottonhmlin all

instances for the actual welsht of the bale purchased or welg]
cept in case of wet or damaged cotton, when the amount to be deduetmi
may be agreed upon by the parties buying and selling.
zf: 8. That for uch violation of this act the offender shall be
ed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon convietion by a court of
competent jurisdiction he shall be fined not less than ten nor more than
fifty dollars.

Article 575-5679, Wilson's Texas Criminal Statutes, provides
for appointments of public weighers and forbids other persons
to weigh cotton under penalty of misdemeanor, $5 for each
bale of cotton weighed. It permits a person to weigh his own
cotton.

Section 4308, Sayles’s Texas Civil Statutes, provides publie
weighers; forbids any factory, commission merchant, or per-
son to employ any but a publicly appointed weigher; penalty
of $5 for each weigher, and so forth.

I have no patience with the manufacturer who wants protec-
tion on his finished product, and yet asks for free raw materials,
which are the finished product of somebody else; but my
attention has not been called to any other industry which makes
a profit of 300 per cent on the covering and wrapping in which
it sells its product, and then comes here and asks that this
covering be admitted free of duty at the expense of the Ameri-
can manufacturer of cotton ties.
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Depew in the chair). The
Secretary will eall the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names.

Aldrich Culberson Guggenheim Overman
Bacon Cummins Heyburn Owen
Bankhead Curtis Hughes ge

Borah Daniel Johnson, N. Dak. Penrose
Brandegee Davis Johnston, Ala. Perkins
Briggs Depew Jones Plles
Bristow Dick Kean Root
Brown Dillingham La Follette Smith, Mich.
Burkett Dixon MecCumber Smith, 8. C.
Burnham du Pont McEnarf Smoot
Burrows Elkins McLaurin Stone
Burton Fletcher Martin Taliaferro
Carter Flint Money Taylor
Clapp Foster Nelson Tillman
Clark, Wyo. Frazier Newlands ‘Warner
Clay Frye Nixon Wetmore
Crane Gallinger Oliver

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-seven Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is a guorum present., The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator

. from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON].

Mr. CULBERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll.

Mr. ELKINS (when his name was called). I again announce
my pair with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Bamey], and
withhold my vote.

Mr. OWEN (when Mr. Gore's name was called). I should
like to announce in behalf of my colleague [Mr. Gorg] that he
was called from the Chamber unexpectedly, and that, if present,
he would vote “ yea.”

Mr. PILES (when his name was called). I am paired with
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. CaaMmBERLAIN] for the afternoon,
and withhold my vofe.

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I wish to an-
nounce my pair with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoRIMER].
If he were present, I should vote * yea.”

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina (when his name was called).
I transfer my pair with the Senator from Washington [Mr.
Joxes] to the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gorel, and
I vote “ yea."”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. JONES. I understand that the Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. SmitH] has transferred his pair with me to the Sen-
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore]. I transfer my pair to the
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Braprey], and vote * nay.”

Mr. BACON. I am paired for the day with the Senator from
Maine [Mr. Hare]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from
Indiana [Mr. SHIvery], and vote “ yea.”

Mr. HUGHES (after having voted in the affirmative). Did
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. BoUurNE] vote?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted.

Mr. HUGHES. I am paired with that Senator, and I with-
draw my vote.

Mr. SHIVELY. I am paired with the senior Senator from
Maine [Mr. Hare]. If he were present, I should vote * yea.”
I withhold my vote. i

Mr. MONEY. I wish to ask if my colleague [Mr. McLAURIN]
is recorded? i

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted.

Mr. MONEY. My colleague is paired with the junior Senator
from Michigan [Mr. Smita]. If my colleague were present, he
would vote “yea.” N

Mr. SMITH of Michigan (after having voted in the negative).
In view of the statement of the Senator from Mississippi, I
think I.should withdraw my vote and let my pair stand. I
should vote * nay,” if the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr,
McLAURIN] were present.

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 38, as follows:

YHAS—31.

Bacon Culberson Johnson, N. Dak. Overman
Bankhead Cummins Johnston, Ala, Owen
Beveridge Daniel La Follette Smith, 8. C,
Bristow Davis McEnery Stone
Brown du Pont Martin Taliaferro
Clapp Fletcher Money Taylor
Clay Foster Nelson Tillman
Crawford Frazier Newlands

NAYS—38.
Aldrich Burnham Crane Dillingham
Borah Burrows Cullom Dixon
Brandegee Burton Curtis Flint
Briggs Carter Depew @
Burkett Clark, Wyo. Dick G

Gamble Lodge Perkins Warner
Gu heim Nixon Root Warren
Heyburn Oliver Scott Wetmore
Jones Page Smoot
Kean Penrose Sutherland
NOT VOTING—23.

Baliley Dolliver MeCumber Shively
Bourne Elkins MeLaurin SBimmons
Bradley Gore Paynter Smith, Md.
Bulkeley Hale Piles Smith, Mich.
Chamberlain Hughes . Rayner Stephenson
Clarke, Ark. Lorimer Richardson

So Mr. CurLBersoN’s amendment was rejected.

THE CERSUS.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr, President, I submit a privileged

report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read.
The Secretary read the report, as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
1033) to provide for the Thirteenth and subsequent decennial
censuses having met, after full and free conference have agreed
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as
follows :

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 4,
12, 14, 21, 31, and 35.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 8, 5, 6, §, 9, 10, 11, 16, 18, 19,
20, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33, 34, and 36; and
agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert
“£2875; " and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with
an amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by
said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 17, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said
amendment insert the following: “ That when the exigencies of
the service require, the director may appoint for temporary em-
ployment not exceeding sixty days’ duration from the aforesaid
list of eligibles those who, by reason of residence or other con-
ditions, are immediately available; and may also appoint for not
exceeding sixty days’ duration, persons having had previous ex-
perience in operating mechanical appliances in census work whose
efficiency records in operating such appliances are satisfactory
to him, and may accept such records in lieu of the civil-service
examination;” and the Senate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 37, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said
amendment ; and the Senate agree to the same,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed by said
amendment insert the following: “33;" and the Senate agree
to the same, s

RoBerT M. LA FOLLETTE,
EUGENE HALE,

JamEs P, TALIAFERRO,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
Epcar D. CRUMPACKER,

JamEes Hay,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. NEWLANDS, I simply wish to make inguiry of the
Senator from Wisconsin. I observe that there is a provision
in this act for a temporary employment of sixty days. I under-
stand examinations are to be made for the regular service in
the various States in accordance with the amendment to the
bill adopted in the Senate.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is true.

Mr. NEWLANDS. And to meet any emergency, temporary
employees are authorized.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. They are authorized, but their em-
ployment is limited to sixty days. The limitation was put on
since the bill was under consideration in the Senate. There was
a provision that employees might be withont examination tem-
porarily employed, but no limitation was fixed. That pro-
vision was in the bill when it was under consideration here and
passed the Senate.
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Mr. NEWLANDS, I will ask the Senator whether he thinks
gixty days give a sufficient period?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In the opinion of the conferees, it was
thought to be a reasonable provision and that it would give
ample time for——

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish also to inquire regarding the hous-
ing of the census force—some 3,000 or 4,000 men. I understand
that the provision was entirely stricken out.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. With respect to the purchase of prop-
erty, it was.

Mr. NEWLANDS. What arrangement is proposed to be
made regarding the housing of the Census Bureau?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Provision is made for that in the ap-
propriation bill. It is expected that the extra force will be
housed as in the last decennial census; that is, that the depart-
ment will rent such rooms and apartments as are necessary to
make provision for the census.

Mr., NEWLANDS. Would there be any authority under the
bill appropriating $10,000,000 for this work to erect or to pur-
chase a building, if that was thought more advisable than
leasing?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say to the Senator that no pro-
vision is made for the purchase of a site or a building.

Mr. NEWLANDS, And no provision is made for leasing?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am not certain whether the appro-
priation bill—

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, it is utterly impossible to hear
what is going on.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The appropriation bill was not assigned
to the Committee on the Census. It was considered by the
Committee on Appropriations.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the conference report.

The report was agreed to.

TAXES ON INCOMES.

Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Finance, I report a
joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution of
the United States, and if there is no objection I should be
glad to have this disposed of without debate. I ask that it may
be read.

Mr. TILLMAN. T thought we had an understanding that
we would not deal with any of these constitutional or income
tax or other amendments until we got through with the dutiable
list. :

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator proposes——

Mr. TILLMAN. I have an amendment which I wish to offer.
I have been waiting here patiently in this oven about six hours
to get a chance to t it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the joint resolution may be read
and printed.

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator from Rhode Island
if he has finished with the other schedules.

Mr. ALDRICH, No; I was only making this suggestion now,
if it can be done without debate, by unanimous consent; but
if there is any objection I shall ask to have the joint resolution
read and printed, and I give notice that I shall call it up at
the first convenient period and ask to have it disposed of with-
out debate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode
Island, from the Committee on Finance, reports a joint resolu-
tion, which will be read. i

The joint resolution (8. J. R. 40) proposing an amendment to
the Constitution of the United States was read the first time by
its title and the second time at length, as follows:

Senate joint resolution 40.

Resolved by the Benate and House of Representatives of the United
States of America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House
concurring therein), That the following article is proposed as an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States, whi when ratified by
the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, shall be valid to
all intents and n‘_niposes as a part of the Constitution :

ARTICLE xvf he Congress shall have power to lay and collect
taxes on incomes, from whatever source derived, without apportionment
among the several States and without regard to any census or enumera-

tion.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the
joint resolution will be printed and lie on the table.

Mr. BORAH. Do I understand that it is the intention to take
up this amendment before the income-tax amendment is dis-
posed of?

Mr. ALDRICH. I thought perhaps the Senate might be able
to dispose of it without debate. If they can, that might be done.
If not, I shall not press it until after the income-tax provisions
are disposed of.

Mr. BORAH. PBEuat not before the income-tax amendment if
it is to be opposed?

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly have no disposition to do that
unless it can be done by unanimous consent.

THE TARIFF.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. I&. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and
for other purposes.

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that the amendment which I offered
in regard to tea may be called up. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read.

The Secrerary. On page 80, after line 3, it is proposed to add
a new paragraph, as follows:

2583, Tea, 10 cents per pound.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, President, it is, T think, the tenth week
we have entered on that we have been debating the tariff bill,
strenuously and with considerable heat at times. It is too warm,
or hot, to use a better term, for me to consume much time of
the Senate in presenting this amendment, but there are certain
facts which stick out very prominently which I want to have
Senators consider, though I know in advance, in a way, that
many men’s minds are already made up, and that it is under-
stood the Committee on Finance have refused absolutely to give
any favorable consideration to this proposition. We all know
what the refusal of the chairman of that committee, who always
speaks for the committee and speaks with authority, means.
When that committee says “no,” the Senator says “no;" and
when the Senator from Rhode Island says “no,” the committee
says “no.” Therefore, I might forego the discussion of this
question if it were not that I want to get the protectionists in
this Chamber in an uncomfortable condition or sitnation.

Mr. FRYE. They are in one.

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Maine says we are un-
doubtedly very uncomfortable now, and I agree with him. I
will say I feel we are very near the devil's kitchen and the
fumes from below are coming up. Probably some of us are
having foretaste of what we are going to get hereafter for our
sins committed in this Chamber during this debate. This duty
on tea is taken as a joke by many on that side of the Chamber,
and I have not taken the trouble to try to proselyte anybody.

I have facts here, with which very few Senators are ac-
quainted, that ought to give me the support of every man on
this side, and I shall present arguments which onght to give
me the vote of every man on the other side. So I ought to get
this duty imposed without a single adverse vote.

Mr. President, this bill is Igbeled “An act to provide revenue,
equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United
States, and for other purpeses.” If we consider the tariff ques-
tion in general, it is very evident to any student of that subject
that there are two schools, and that there have been two schools,
of political economy in regard to it from the beginning of our
Government. There are those who believe that the tariff is a
tax, and that no duty should be levied except for the purpose
of raising revenue. There are those who have come to believe—
and they are in the majority now in this Chamber and probably
in the country for the time being—that, in addition to levying a
tariff for revenue, it is permissible and lawful to levy a tariff
solely to encourage American industries or to protect American
labor against foreign labor. . I am going to address myself, first,
to my Democratic brethren on the subject of revenue.

We are told by the officials that we are from ninety to one
hundred million dollars behind on account of the deficit, the
revenues not equaling the expenditures; and this bill is osten-
sibly to be passed to give us additional revenue. Tea, with a
tariff of 10 cents a pound, offers to the people of this country
and to the Treasury between nine and ten million dollars.

The duty will be generally levied. It is not upon an article
of prime necessity, because there are a great many millions of
Americans who do not drink tea. There are others who drink
tea and love it, and to whom it has become, in a way, a neces-
sity, just as whisky is a necessity for other people and tobacco
a necessity for still other people. But it is not a real necessity
of life.

As this proposed duty on tea would give us $9,000,000 revenue,
we will say, in round numbers, thereby increasing the revenue
to that extent, I do not see for the life of me how any Demo-
crat ean object to voting for it if he wants additional revenue,
and especially when Senators on this side have advocated duties
on lumber and iron ore—for which I voted—quebracho, and one
thing or another here, which gave revenue while affording some
degree of encouragement—I will not say * protection "—to cer-
tain local industries. I do not see for the life of me how any
man who simply votes for a revenue tariff can object to giving
the Government the power to levy and collect this duty on tea.
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Coming to the other side of the Chamber, I want to say to
those who have grown so elogquent and stiffened their backs and
hardened their hearts on the question of protection, who are
Jjust now refusing us this little medicum or pittance on cotton
ties on the ground that it is necessary to protect Carnegie & Co.
in the manufacture of them—I want the Senator from Rhode
Island to listen carefully to this, and net to turn his back on
me. I expect him to turn it on me a little later, and if he will
go out of the Chamber when the vote is taken, I think I may
be able to get my proposition through; but I want him not to
go away from here at presenf, because I am going to address
myself to him as the Senate. He is not only the Committee on
Finance, but to all intents and purposes he is the Senate of the
United States in the making of this law, and he knows it.
[Laughter.] '

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President——
tﬂMr. TILLMAN, Now, do not be modest. It is not becoming

you——

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, President, there are some statements that
cease to be jokes by constant repetition,

Mr. TILLMAN. This is not a joke.
cold earnest, because it is a fact,

But I want to say to the Senater that the claim on the other
side of the Chamber and the Republican proclamation is that
they want to protect American industry and American labor.
Is not that true, I ask the Senator from Rhode Island directly?

Mr. ALDRICH. I say it is true that seems to be the doctrine
of the Republican party.

Mr. TILLMAN, Now I ask the Senator and his brethren on
the other side of the Chamber to give me a duty on tea to help
protect an American industry which is struggling and is in its
infancy; but it is a lusty little baby and can cry; and if the
Senator thinks we do not produce tea, I will give him some nice
tea to-merrow from South Carolina that will cool his “ inwards ™
and will make him feel so good that I think he will agree to
give us this duty. [Laughter.]

Mr. ALDRICH. Was it produced in South Carolina or in a
laboratory ?

Mr. TILLMAN. It was produced on a farm in South Caro-
lina, and I have just had a communication from Doctor True,
the expert of the Bureau of Plant Industry of the Agricultural
Department, in charge of the tea experiments. The product
varies as the bushes grow older; but it has inereased. I will
ask to have the communication printed in the Recorp, if there
is no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The communication will be
printed in the Recorp in the absence of objection.

The communication referred te is as follows:

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY,
Washington, D. C., June 28, 1969,
MEMORANDUM FOR SENATOR TILLMAN :

It is spoken in dead,

In response to tel for figures on tea production at * ehurst "
tea gardens, Dr. C. U. Shepard submits the following figures :
Pounds
dry tea.
1899 3, 780
1900 4, 320
1901 4, 599
1902 8,430
2008 8, 786
1904 8, 051
1905 10, 521
1906 SR 13,125
1907 11,735
1908 , 274

This year's crop promises to exceed 12,000 pounds.

Mr, TILLMAN. There is no more doubt that we produce tea
in South Carolina, and can produce if, than that you produce
cotton cloth in IRhode Island or that you produce eorn in Rhode
Island.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is addressing me upon the sub-
ject of a tax on tea. I say to him that I would net object
especially to a tax on tea under some circumstances. If we were
not getting sufficient revenue from other things, and purely as
a revenue duty, I would not object to a tax on tea.

Mr. TILLMAN. I want a protective tariff on it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not believe the Senator can ask for
that with any sort of reasoning or assurance.

Mr, TILLMAN. I have in the past voted for a duty on rice
and on some of our other products.

Mr. ALDRICH. Doctor Shepard—if that is his name—has
been before Congress, I think, for twenty-five years at least.

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no.

Mr., ALDRICH. Well, for a good many years. I can remem-
ber two or three different tariff bills, certainly, when he ap-
peared.

‘Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator will recall that in 1808, when
the Spanish war was on and we were hunting for revenue, and
hunting for it industriously, the Committee on Finance accepted
without a word, and it went into the law, a duty I offered, and
it was enforced for five years. -

Mr. ALDRICH. That was purely a revenue duty.

Mr. TILLMAN. And it gave us eight or nine million dollars
annually, which we needed, and Congress ought never to have
repealed it.

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the fact that the tea farm in
gth Carolina has produced spasmodically a certain amount of

Mr, TILLMAN. It does not produce it spasmodically.

Mr, ALDRICH. Well, intermittently——

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator take my word, as I said I
would take his word a moment ago?

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; the Senator knows that.

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I tell the Senator right here and now,
and upon my word of honor, that we can produce tea, and have
produced it, and the facts show that we can grow it at Sum-
merville, 500 pounds to the acre, with good cultivation.

Mr. ALDRICH. Why ean it not be produced as cheaply as in
China, then?

Mr. TILLMAN. Because we have not the labor there that
they have in China. We have a different labor scale. Accord-
ing to the principles of the Republican party, I do not suppose
you want to put American laborers upon a plane with Chinese
laborers. Mr. Macy has given me the scale of wages in the
Orient, and I will insert it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the state-
ment will be printed.

The statement is as follows:

Senator BENTAMIN R. TILLMAN,
United States Benate, Washington, D. O.

Desr 8IR: 1 to your inguiry as to the seale of wages pald
laborers in the Far East in connection with the cultivation and firing
of tea. Having establishments of my own in each of the prineipal tea
ecenters in Japan, China, Formosa, India, and Ceylon, in the conduet
of which I have received full information on the subject referred to,
1 am able to state that the laborers, including men and women, receive

e8, expressed in the equivalent of our eurrency, as follows:

?n Japan, 15 to 20 cents per day, dependent on skill required.

In Chrj:a, 11 to 15 cents per day, dependent on skill required.

In Ceylon, ® to 13 cents per day, dependent on skill required.

In In 8 to 12 cents %da = degggdent on_ skill required. -

In 1599 Dr. Seaman A. app, in alf of the Agricultural Depart-
ment, investigated the labor question in the East and reported that
laborers were paid the following scale of wages:

In Japan, men and women about 10 cents per day.

In PBritish India, men 3 to 5 cents per day.

In British India, women 2 to 3 cents per day.

In Ceylon, men 5 cents per day.

In Ceylon, women 4 cents per day.

Since 1899 there has been a steady advancement in the cost of labor.

Respectfully submitted.

Geo. H. Macy.

WasaiyeroN, D. C,, May 19, 1909.

Mr. TILLMAN, Let us look at this matter of wages a mo-
ment. The Senator and his party have always stood out as
being the exponents par excellence of the equality of the
African with the white man. The Senator knows, as well as
he knows anything—or, if he does not know, I can tell him,
and he ean find out whether I tell the truth or not—that in
the very region where this tea is produced negroes are in such
excessive numbers and the malaria is so great that very few
white people live there, and it is a blessing that that class of
labor may have some industry started which will give them
some little opportunity to get out of the state of semibarbarism
in which they live. I am willing even to help protect, if you
call it protection, by giving them employment, the poor little
negro children who do the picking. I am willing to help pro-
tect the negro children of South Carolina and other parts of
the South to the extent of having this duty levied on tea in
order to support an industry there which promises to be one
which, if capital will go there, will give us all the tea we con-
sume in this conntry in a few years. This is no joke with
me so far as the question of its being feasible is concerned.
It is a question of producing conditions which will make it
profitable.

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the State of South Carolina ever offered
a bounty to encourage the tea industry?

Mr. TILLMAN. South Carolina does not believe in bounties.

Mr. ALDRICH. They believe in bounties if the United
States will pay them?

Mr. TILLMAN. No; I would not vote for a bounty on tea
now; it is against my principles. I do not believe in the Gov-
ernment taxing the people to give anybody a bounty, but if
you give indirect help—I mean if you levy a revenue duty which
gives incidental protection—that is good Democracy; and if it
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}s not good enough for my friends over here, it is good enough
or me.

Mr. ALDRICH. I am very much afraid that there will be
no Democratic doctrine that will be adhered to by everybody
on the other side.

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator may take care of the doctrine
of his own party. There is a greater split on his side than there
is on this.

Mr. ALDRICH. Between the Senator from Maryland [Mr.
RaYNER], who is now listening to me, the Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. Tizimax], and the Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Bacox], they are all at sea as to what are the real doctrines
and principles of the Democratic party.

Mr, TILLMAN. And as to the Republican party, it is too
much to expect any of us to know what the Republican party
stands for. There are two well-defined Republican factions in
this Senate.

Mr. ALDRICH. There is more cohesion over here in prin-
ciples, if there is some difference when it comes to votes, than
there is on the other side,

Mr. TILLMAN. There is more cohesion on the principle
which Calhoun described as “the cohesive power of public
plunder; ” and that is the only thing that holds youn together.
[Laughter.] The combination of our friend from Nebraska
and of other friends out in the West for protection on lemons
and beet sugar and lead and every other kind of thing which
they grow or produce, and the manufacturers of the East have
brought about the arrangement by which, when the Senator
from Rhode Island votes “nay,” 44 others vote “nay,” with-
out even having heard the debate. We have not always had a
full Senate here, but the 44 are always around enough for the
Senator to get them.

But I do not want to bandy words back and forth as to the
question whether or not this is a legitimate Demoecratic doe-
trine. I am addressing my protective argument to you gentle-
men on the other side. I have already gotten every man over
here who wants to vote for a tariff for revenue; and, if he is
going to stand by his principles, he can not get away from that
doctrine, because there would be in this tariff $9,000,000 of
revenue with about $1,200 of protection; and when anybody
wants any greater percentage of revenue than that—well, he is
too gluttonous for me. [Laughter.] o

But the one proposition here, Mr. President, is this: Will this
tariff on tea really encourage the growth of tea in the South?
I do not know whether it will or not, but I have understood
that in 1501 a great number of men had bought estates in the
swamp country down there and had set about establishing tea
gardens, when the repeal of the law caused them to see that
probably their ventures would result in failure, that they could
not compete on equal terms with the pauper labor of China,
Japan, and Ceylon, and consequently they quit.

One curious thing about this proposition is that the United
States is almost the only civilized country in the world that
has not a duty on tea. Canada has no duty on tea, except
against this country. She will not allow us to export tea from
this country into Canada without paying 10 cents a pound duty,
but she allows it to come in free from across the ocean. It can be
brought into this country free from Canada, and a large num-
ber, in fact, the greater number, of tea stores in this country,
as I understand, are under the contrel and yield profits to Sir
Thomas Lipton and to two or three other English and Canadian
concerns that, along with the Japanese, are about to capture
the whole tea trade of the United States.

I have here a statement as to the revenue duties levied on
tea in civilized countries, which I will insert without reading,
with the permission of the Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection,
permission is granted.

The statement referred to is as follows:

A duty on tea considered a proper source of revenue in other coun-
iries.—A duty on tea is in force in other countries where the per capita
consumption 8 many times greater than that of this country. In
England the annual consumption per eapita is 6.18 pounds and the

evalling duty is equivalent to 10 cents per pound. In Russia the

uty is equivalent to 16 to 44 cents. Duty in Austria and Hungary

is equivalent to 193 cents; Denmark, 8 cents; German%.rll cents ; Italy,
22 ;::nts; Norway, 24 cents; Spain, 13 cents; and ance, 18 to 35
cents.

Mr. TILLMAN. I will say to the Senate that this matter
has been brought to my attention by Doctor Shepard, but I
did not pay any attention to him other than to get the facts.
1 know him to be an honorable and an absolutely reliable man.
He i8 an enthusiast on this subject, and has demonstrated its
feasibility and its possibility of success in the United States.
When the New York importers and others interested in the tea

irade came to me, I demanded that they should demonstrate,
first, their characters, who they were, and what sort of men
they were. I esaid, “I will listen to nobody as to whom I can
not have the assurance that he is an honorable and clean man."”
I have seen three gentlemen from New York merely to get at
the facts. Mr. George H. Macy, of Carter, Macy & Co., has
furnished me most of the information I possess. He is one of
the seven general appraiser experts of the United States Gov-
ernment, is largely engaged in the tea trade in the Orlent, and,
8o far as I could gather, is entirely honorable and square. Mr.
Buttfield is the president of the Tea Association of New York.

Mr. KEAN. Not growers.

Mr. TILLMAN. They are importers and merchants.
the Senator know him?

i!Mr. KEAN., I do, very well; and I have a very high opinion
of him.

Mr. TILLMAN, He impressed me as being an absolutely
honorable and clean man. Then there was Mr. Dallas, who is
in the employ of Carter, Macy & Co., who says he has been their
tea expert in China for forty years. He gave me some facts
within his personal knowledge in regard to the comparison be-
tween the tea farms which he had visited in the east and the tea
farms in the South. Here is his letter:

New Yong May 1§, 1909,

Dear Sir: The writer would respectfully advise you that on recently
visiting Doctor Shepard’s * Pinehurst' tea gardens I was simply as-
tounded at the progress made in the cultare of tea in South Carolina.

The gardens appearance and the condition of the tea plants were
above the average of anything I had seen in the Orient. One garden
in Fnrtlcular was Bim;i:)y superb, and I do not believe that it can be ex-
celled by any garden the Orient. Doctor Shepard informed me that
the outturn of fired leaf from this garden last season was G00 %ounds.

The firing furnaces and machinery, also the bins for storing fired leaf,
are simply perfect in detail and cleanliness, and when I compare the
odors surrounding the tea factories of the Orient and the sweet, clean
alr of the ** Pinehurst " tea factories, I should consider the home-grown
teas of South Carolina more valuable on account of this sanitary con-
dition.

I have been in the tea business over forty years in close touch with
the leaf of all orlental countries, and have since 1870 been in all coun-
tries where teas are grown and in a position to make the comparisons
and facts given you.

1 am, yours, respectfully,

Does

Wi, DALLAS.

Hon. BENTAMIN R. TILLMAN

United Btates Senate, lfashiugto:r, i Jol

I became absolutely certain from investigations I have made
that it is possible to grow tea in the South. If it were only as
feasible to grow it in New England or anywhere up in this part
of the world as it is to grow it down there, there would have
been a duty on it long, long ago, until the whole region would
have blossomed like the rose with tea gardens. I am not, of
course, charging you gentlemen with any special selfishness or
with looking out for No. 1; but it is just simply my observation
of operations in this part of the world.

But the strangest thing that came to me in my investigation
on this subject was this: They demonstrated—I have got the
evidence here—that the duty on tea will not increase the price
one scintilla to the American consumer.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Who pays the tax?

Mr. TILLMAN. That is exactly what I asked. I said, “ Gen-
tlemen, tell me how you are going to get 10 cents a pound duty
on tea and then not increase the price to the consumer.” They
brought the evidence in such overwhelming form that I did not
have any chance to shake it; and I do not think any Senator on
the other side can shake it. I found that tea sold at the retail
stores in New York, in Washington, and almost everywhere else
in this country ranging at prices from 40 cents up to a dollar a
pound cost only from 11 cents to 21 cents to the importer.

AMr. SMITH of Michigan. Mo raise it?

Mr. TILLMAN. No; that is the importer's price to the re-
tailer everywhere in this country.

I have here the affidavit of Mr. Macy that he went to one of
the tea stores in the city of Washington and bought these sam-
ples here [exhibiting], containing half a pound each. Here [ex-
hibiting] is the bill from the tea store receipted; here [ex-
hibiting] is his aflidavit as a tea expert, who by reason of long
practice and facility in tasting has come to be able to estimate
exactly the value of tea. I give his affidavit, which I ask may
be inserted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the affida-
vit will be inserted in the REecorp.

The affidavit is as follows:

George H. Macy, a member of the United States Government board of
tea experts, being duly sworn, states that on May 18, 1909, he person-
ally purchased nine different teas from the Grand Union Tea Company
at their branch store at 427429 Beventh street, Washington, 1), (

The receipted bill for said teas Is hereto attached. The actual teas
purchased are transmitted herewith.
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Deponent states that he has made an expert examination of sald teas,
and that the following is a correct statement of thelr import values
and of the retail prices per pound paid by him for said teas:

Import Retail

value. price.
Per pound. |Per pound.
English breakfast tea R £0.22 $1.00
Do : A7 L5
Do.. 16 60
Do =13 50
Do 11 .40
Imperial tea a7 1.00
Do W14 60
Gunpowder tea .20 1.00
Do 18 60
Deponent states that he received 17 * premium " tickets with pur-
chase of sald 43 pounds of tea, which tic he thereupon exchanged

for a china plate, the value of which does not exceed 5 cents.
The annexed price list of Grand Union iootls was handed to deponent
company at time of making purchase,
Gro. H. Macr.

May 19, 1909.

Person apBeared before me, a notary public In and for the city
of Washington, District of Columbia, George H. Macy, who, being dnrg
sworn according to law, did degm and say that the facts as set fo

in the above statement are jus
. [BEAL.] B. B.

Notary Public, District
My commission expires May 19, 1911.

Mr. TILLMAN. What does that affidavit demonstrate? It
demonstrates that the import value of these teas ranges from
10 to 20 cents and that the American consumer is paying from
40 cents to §1 for every pound he buys.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator whether the deposition or affidavit shows who makes
the profit—the importer or the retailer?

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. Macy stated that the importer gets very
little of the profit, but that the retailer makes from 250 to 300
per cent on every pound of tea he sells, and sometimes as high
as 350 per cent. These gentlemen contend that during the war
with Spain, when we had 10 cents a pound duty on tea, there
was no increase in price, but an improvement in the quality,
and that when the war tax was taken off the price remained the
same, although the retailers had been relieved of the tariff.
Mr. Macy gave the price list in Japan and the quotations from
Jardine, Matheson & Co., the greatest handlers of tea at Yoko-
hama. -

I have the whole thing here at first-hand showing the abso-
lute accuracy of their statements and the impossibility of shak-
ing them. The contention of these gentlemen is that if we
will put a duty on tea it will not increase the price to the
American consumer at all, because one-half of it will be paid
by the producers in the East, who will have to reduce their
prices; and the other half by the retailers here, who will have
to reduce their profits.

Here are the quotations showing the price in Japan before
the duty was put on in 1898 and after the duty was taken off
in 1901, which I ask may be inserted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the gquo-
tations will be inserted.

The quotations are as follows:

Quotations taken from Messrs. Jardine, Mattheson & Co’s Yokohama

Ten Reports for the year 1901 (10 cents duty in force), and also the
years 1902 and 1903, duty having been removed.

FINE JAPANS.

WILSON,
of Columbia.

)

01 :
May 10

e - 27.8
June 11 =4 28. 7
August 15 26.6
Oetober 3 — 24.6
1502 :
\May 14 o 31.8
~une 4.14 s > gg_g
August — 30.
3t1=:taber 2 30. 2
1903 -
MAY I i e e e e e 42 3
June 1 R R RS I SIS gg‘ 54)
August
October 1__ e 32. 4
G00D MEDIUM JAPANS.
1901 :
June 11 24.5
July 25 22 4
August 16 _____ 21.38
September 5 21.3
October 3 21.3
October 31 22. 4

1902: Yen.
June 4 31
July 24 27.9
August 14 27.9
September 4 27.9
Oectober 2. 27.9
October 30. 27.9

1903 :

June 11 34.5
inuzuly 5?13 301
September 3 30.1
October 1 30.1
October 29. 30.1

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield?

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to ask the Senator
if he has any data showing the acreage of land in South Caro-
lina suitable for tea culture? If the Senator will pardon me,
I have been examining the reports that have been made upon
this industry, and I find, to my astonishment, that there is
produced in South Carolina to-day fifteen times as much tea as
was produced in the island of Ceylon in 1875.

Mr. TILLMAN. And yet even to-day the island of Ceylon,
with its minimum of production, exports 182,000,000 pounds.
‘When the coffee disease, the fungi, attacked the coffee plant in
Ceylon in the seventies, and destroyed the coffee plantations,
and the people were on the verge of starvation, the tea industry
was introduced by the British Government as an experiment,
with the result that it is to-day one of the most profitable of
all the exports of the island.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. From what I know of the tea
industry, I should not hesitate one moment to vote to put a
bounty on the production of tea. I am a little surprised that
the State of South Carolina has not undertaken it. In the
early stages of the beet-sugar industry we did exactly that in
the State of Michigan, and the Government saw fit to do it later
on, with no better prospects of success than are disclosed by the
Senator from South Carolina to-day.

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not think the Senator would get from
the taxpayers of South Carolina much support for the proposi-
tion to tax them on their other products—cotton, corn, and so
forth, which are largely the source of their income—in order
to try to grow something else. They would say, “ If it can not
be grown on its own hook, we can not afford to encourage it in
that way.” _

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That would not be out of harmony
with the historical analogy, however. We have put a tariff on
a great many things the South formerly thought we could not
produce; yet we have demonstrated our ability to produce them,
and have become independent of foreign countries in regard to
them.

Mr. TILLMAN. I am asking for a tariff; I am not asking
for a bounty.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I know the Senator is asking for
a tariff, and I am not so sure that he ought not to have it; but
I would vote very quickly for a bounty on tea.

Mr: TILLMAN. I want to call this subject to the attention
of Senators who are in favor of encouraging American indus-
tries and giving them the benefit of protection, either inciden-
tally or directly. On this side we claim to want protection only
incidentally, if at all. On that side you boldly proclaim your
willingness to levy a tariff for protection, pure and simple; and
you have gone so far along that line that you levy tariffs that
are prohibitive. You do not merely encourage industries; you
say to them, “We will give you a monopoly of the American
market.” .

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I wish we could monopolize the
American market with our tea.

Mr. TILLMAN. We certainly can do it if you will give us
the same encouragement that you are giving wheat.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like very much to have
us do anything that will save to this country the tremendous
amount of money that is spent abroad every year for tea.

Mr. TILLAMAN. The Senator asked me a moment ago whether
I had any knowledge as to the amount of land in the South
that is fit for the cultivation of tea. All T ean say is this:
Reasoning by analogy, knowing nothing of any experiments hav-
ing been tried anywhere except in South Carolina and in a
limited way on the coast of Georgia, I believe from my investi-
gation and study of the question that tea of good quality can
be produced without the slightest trouble anywhere from North
Carolina to Texas where the rainfall is sufficient,
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Mr. HEYBURN. Mr.-President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro-
lina yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. TILLMAN. I do.

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator does not object to my making
at this time such suggestions as I desire to make, I will say
that for a number of years I have taken considerable interest
in this question. For six or seven years we have used nothing
but South Carolina tea; and we use it because of its quality.
If anyone will open a package of South Carolina tea and open
a package of the best imported tea to be had in the market and
compare them, he will not hesitate a moment to declare in favor
of the South Carolina tea. It is free from the broken leaves
and dusty conditions that even the best other tea has; and it
has the very best flavor of any tea you can get in the market.

I know of men—it is not necessary to mention their names;
they are northern men—who have expended from $75,000 to
$100,000 in this proposition of raising tea in South Carolina;
and I have from them their report on the possibilities of raising
tea in the South. They tell me that after a most careful and
scientific investigation they find that the tea belt that is just
as good as that which has been developed in South Carolina
extends clear to the Mississippi River, and that it can be ex-
tended over a vast amount of country. They have backed their
judgment and their investigation with eash, and they stand
ready to do so further. They think there should be a duty on
tea. And if I vote for the amendment of the Senator from
South Carolina, it will be because I believe that an enterprise
of such importance to all of the people should be encouraged
and built up; and I will do it on the ground of the principles
of the protective tariff.

I thought I would interject these remarks into those of the
Senator from South Carolina, as I did not desire to proceed at
any length upon this subject. But I have taken a good bit of
pains to ascertain the facts, and so have these other responsible
men, They are able, without inconvenience to themselves, to
put a great many times the amount they have already put into
this industry.

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is entirely correct. 'There are
capitalists who are on the lookout for lands and have bought
some down in my State with a view to starting tea plantations
when a tariff tax is placed upon it. As far as the quantity of
land is concerned, I think, from my study of the question, that
the areas suitable for growing the cotton plant and the tea plant
are coextensive, except that cotton will stand a much drier cli-
mate than tea will, for as tea is produced from leaves, it is
necessary to have a sufficient amount of rainfall to produce suc-
cessive crops of leaves. The process is to pick from the bushes
the tips of the young shoots and one additional leaf every ten
days to two weeks, according to the rainfall and the growth.
Then they manipulate the tea by processes which I do not care
to consume the time of the Senate to describe, but which are
here in the various reports of the Agricultural Bureau. There
is no more doubt of the feasibility and practicability of growing
all the tea we use in this country than there is of growing
all the cotton we use in this country. It is a mere guestion of
giving the people an opportunity of getting a little help, so that
they can start even with the Asintics. That is all there is
about it.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. If the Senator will permit me, I
understood him to say that the maximum production of tea
here is about 600 pounds per acre?

My. TILLMAN. That is the maximum so far produced,
whereas in the East they do not get more than two, or three, or
four hundred pounds to the acre.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. And in China 3007

Mr. TILLMAN. About 300, I think, is the average.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Is that due to the science of tea
culture, or is it due to the climate?

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know, but I think it is due to the
superior intelligence of the white man who is directing the oper-
ations here as compared with the type of men who direct the
operations in oriental countries.

I am so warm myself, and there are so many Senators here
who are merely listening to me on sufferance, that I do not feel
disposed to prolong this discussion. I have here a good many
exhibits. For instance, I have from Mr. Buttfield a statement
as to the relative prices of Lipton’s best grade of tea in the
United States, which, roughly, is S0 cents. The same tea sells
in London, after paying 10 cents a pound duty, at 42 cents.
1ere is the whole ligt, which I ask may be inserted.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The list will be printed, if there
be no objection.

The list is as follows:

THE TEA ASSOCIATION OF NEW YORK,
New York, May 29, 1909,
Comparative statement oL 13;13 go!ddné thUMIed Btates and also in
, ngland and Canada.

Retail Retail
price price
in the in

United Eng-
States. | land.®

Lipton’s best grade, in packefs.__. &0

Lipton’'s lowest grade, in packets. 60 i)
Average of total importations for entire cou 60 32}
W RalRdR; I mekete. 60 b 40

e Expressed in United States currency.
*In Canada.

This statement of figures shows that the consumer of the United
States pays almost double the price that the consumer in England is
char for the same quality of tea, notwithstandinz the fact that the
English Government first receives a revenue equivalent to 10 cents per
pound, while the United States Government collects no duty.

STOCKS OF TEA.

The stocks of tea in the United States are the smallest in many
years. As a matter of fact, the total actual stock in New York public
warehouses five years ago was 41 per cent larger tham that of May 1

ast.

In this respect tea is in the reverse position to that of coffee; exce -l
tlonnl!{y large supplies are held in the country for account of a syndi-
cate of Brazilian and other interests.

W. J. BUTTFIELD.

Mr. TILLMAN. Itseems that the tea drinkers of this country
are at the mercy of the Japanese and the English tea dealers.
The Japanese Government has subsidized a line of steamers to
bring tea into this country, along with other products, and they
are encouraging in every way possible the closing out of the
American competitor. I asked these New York importers the di-
rect question: “ What is your interest in this? Why are you
importers clamorous for a duty on tea when the Senator from
RRhode Island has stood in the Senate and twitted other Senntors
with being the mouthpieces of the importers because they are
clamoring for a reduction of duties?"” We have had men here
almost insulted in presenting their cases in regard to cotton goods
and one thing or other by being charged with being the mouth-
pieces of the importers. Now, I come here as the mouthpiece of
the importers, and almost to a man they beg you to put this duty
on tea. Why? They say that it will enable them to compete
on equal terms with, or give them the advantage of, their Eng-
lish and Japanese competitors. That is all there is to it. It
will do that, while it will give the American people a better
quality of tea, and it will not cost them a cent more. If there
ever was a clear-cut case made out, these men have made it out.

As I do not want to consume your time further, I shall ask
permission to insert in the Recorp such exhibits in the way of
evidence as will give any Senator who wants to examine them
in the morning an opportunity to see just what facts are ad-
duced and what the real status is, and then have them vote in-
telligently, if we can have a postponement of the vote until to-
morrow. I ask that permission. |

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request of
the Senator from South Carolina will be granted. '

The papers referred to are as follows: !

LETTER FROM MR. BUTTFIELD TO SENATOR TILLMAN IN REPLY TO CERTAIN
INQUIRIES. ‘

THE TEA ASSOCIATION OF NEw YORK,

New York, May 24, 1909,
Hon. BExXJAMIN R. TILLMAN,
United States Senate, Washington, D. €. \

Sin: As briefly as possible I will endeavor to comply with your re-
quest for categorical replies to the following two qnestfogs in cot{ngczil;e-"
with the pro impost on tea: I

Upon what hypothesis do e base our statement that retail priccs of
tea will not advance in cvent of a duty being imposed? i

Within reasonable limitations a duty is not a controlling factor in
fixing retail prices of tea, for the reason that such prices are so high
the retailer can well afford to pnF?r a moderate advance and still retain
an excessive margin of profit. urthermore, it is a_cardinal policy of
the largest retailers to maintain, year after year, a fixed scale of retall

rices and also fixed grades or qualities sold at such figures. These
axed prices and grades are not affected by any ordinary first-hand
market fluctuations. .

That the producer pays approximately one-half the duty on tea has
been demonstrated beyond question. This applies to an average of Japan,®
Oolong ¢ and China ¢ green teas—the market for which is controlled by
the United States—but not to Indins and Ceylons. The Hon. Serrxo
E. Payse stated before the House on April 7 last that, “After we
took this (tea) duty off, a Japanese merchant proved to me that Japan
had paid half of that duty and the tea merchant paid the other." .

Retail prices in the United States are predicated upon the gullibility
of the average consumer, or perhaps it would be more fair to say. upon
his inability to gauge the respective merits of the many descriptions

& These constitute 70 per cent of the United States importau_ons. i
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and qualities sold. In England, and to a lesser degree in Canada, the
blic has become educated and demand good tea at a reasonable cost.
fair instance of this is that of the Salada brand, retailed (by the
Salada Tea Company, of Canada) in the States at 60 cents per pound
and, of !denucalf the same quality, in Canada at 40 cents per pound.
England equal quality, after ﬁm{meﬂt of a_ 10-cent revenue is
retailed at 35 cents per pound. aintenance of the existing high range
of retall prices In the States is fostered by the fact that consumers
are accustomed to certain fixed prices and would guestion the gquality
of anything at reduced guotations.

Retail prices of tea have but little relation to tariff or to import
costs, as is shown by the following few instances out of many: Price
lists of the Grand Unlon Tea Company, preﬂounig submitted, show that
its average retail price of tea in 1901 and 1902 (duty in force) was
56 cents, and that their average price after the duty was removed was
65 cents. This importing company, with over 200 retail stores, claims
to be the largest seller of tea in the United States. The Grand Unlon
Tea Company sells an 11-cent tea at 40 cents, and also a same cost tea
at 50 cents. It retalls a 16-cent tea at G0 cents and a 17-cent tea at
$1. Lipton & Co., of London, sell in the States a 17-cent tea at GO
cents and an 18-cent tea at 80 cents,

WHAT ARE THBR INTERESTS OR MOTIVES OF THOSE NOW ADVOCATING A
TAX ON TEA?

the same question was asked at a hearing of the tea trade
ays and Means Committee January 27, 1902. In reply I
stated that while ** we will be benefited (by removal of the duty& in
respect of the stocks of tea we now have on hand, yet we think a duty
is a protection aq;a.inst poor tea, and wlill eventnally tend to increase
the consumption.” (See p. 72, minutes of said hearing.)

A duty serves to restrict the importation and use of the lowest
grades (costing from 6 cents to 10 cents per pound), which, with
scarcely a particle of real drinking merit, create an actnal distaste
for tea, lessens its consumption in this country and, as a conseguence,,
the volume of our business. These lowest grades are handled largely
by peddlers in their house-to-hounse trade.

A duty on tea, entailing a substantial cash payment upon removal
from bond before delivery to the retailers, is a severe handicap to
Japanese distributive agents In thls country. These eash payments
can not be financed through international bankers, and the Japanese
merchant is given but scant “credit' outslde of his own country.

duty is a stumbling block to London and Canadian merchants
who conduct an increasingly large distributive business in the States
through the malils. They are under no expense in this country and
pay no United States federal or state tax, and yet in many respects
are on an equality with the American merchant. - With Canadian mer-
chants there is added the further aggravation that Canada maintains
a 10 per cent discriminating duty against the United States, while ad-
ﬁ‘itti‘ntgttm free from England and all producing countries other than

e ates.

Respectfully submitted.

before the

W. J. BUTTFIELD.

EXTRACT OF A PETITION FILED IN 1001.
NEw York, December s
Hon. SErENO B. PAYNE, : i

Chairman Woys and Means Committee,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Sie: In view of the present agitation to repeal the import duty on
tea, we heg to submit for the consideration of your committee theytol-
lowing arguments in opposition to such pro action :

For many years prior to the imposition of the tea duty those in the
tea business were almost unanimous in requesﬂng Congress to Impose a
tax of from 10 to 15 cents per pound, and now that the trade has prac-
tically adagted itself to the present position any change would be dis-
turbing and harmful

In our opinion the duty has not interfered with or curtailed the con-
sumpugn of tea, the average price to the consumer showing slight, if
any, advance.

{t was urged before your committee four years back that the produec-
ing markets would bear fully one-half the duty, and this has proved to
be approximately correct. A removal of the tax would t in the
foreign growers reaping the benefit of a corresponding advance in price.

As far as we can judge, the movement is actuated g both the foreign
producers and the retail grocers, who find their past excessive profits
somewhat reduced. but we fail to see any reason why a duty so easil
collected and bearing so lightly upon the consumer should be repeal

Slgnad by-: Gro. H. Macy
G. L. MoNTGOMERY,
W. J. BUTTFIELD,
Committee,

William Dallas, being duly sworn, deposes and says that within the
ast week he has purchased in New York a pal:kagéa of the “ Salada "
Enmd of Ceylon tea sold in the United States at 60 cents per pound
by the Salada Tea Company, of Canada; that he has also caused to be
urchased a package of the Salada brand of Ceylon tea sold in Toronto,
nada, at 40 cents per é)ound by same company.

Deponent states that he has been in the tea trade for the past forty
years, and that he has an expert knowledge of the qualities, description,
and market values of all classes of tea consumed In the United States.

Deponent further states that he has made an expert examination of
said g{ackages of Salada tea and finds that said Balada package sold in
New York at 60 cents é;er pound is identical in quality and grade with
the Salada package sold at 40 cents per pound in Toronto, Canada.

Deponent further states that teas of equal quality to that contained
in the Salada package has been imported into the United States for the
past twelve months at 14 cents to 16 cents,

WILLIAM DALLAS,

STATE OF NEwW YoRrg, County of New York, 8s: -
Personally appesared before me this 4th day of May, in the year 1909,
the said William Dallas, to me known and known to me to be the iden-
tical {nerson n . and made declaration to the foregoing.
Witness my hand and official seal the date above written.
- . DELEPIEREE,

Notary Public, Kings County.
Certificate flled in New York County.
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FURTHER EXTRACT FROM MINUTES OF HEARING OF THE TEA TRADE BEFORRE
THE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE JANUARY 27, 1902, '

W. J. Burrrierp. If the duty is taken off, the Dbenefit will accrue
to the exporting country, without doubt. (See %em.)

W. J. Borrrienp. In 1898 my firm sold one jobber over three-quarters
of a milllon pounds of tea dust at 83 cents. The selfsame tea dust can
now be bought at 2 cents per pound. It has practically gone out of
consumption under the tax. I am S!mplﬁ laying before you gentlemen
the fact that the retailer will not pay 10 cents per pound on a 2-cent
article, and so that article is driven out of consumption. (See pp. 58,
58, 60, and 61.)

Quotatione from Jardine, Mattheson & Co.s Yokohama tea reports,
showing advance in prices after removal of duty, January 1, 1903.

Yen.
Year 1001, November 27, medium Japans 19. 21
Year 1902, Novem 27, medium Japans 24. 26

Year 1903, November 26, medium Japans 27. 2
Year 1907, November 15, medium Japans
Year 1908, October 12, medlum Japans__ .  ________ 29, 81

It might be well to note that prices in 1902 advanced in anticipation
of the removal of the tax. )

COMMUNICATION FROM THE CHIEF OF THE BUREAU OF STATISTICS IN
REGARD TO THE PRESENT STOCK OF TEA ON HAND IN AMERICA.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND LABOR,
BUREAU OF STATISTICS,
Washington, June 3, 1909,

Mr. Lorp,
Finance Committee, United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Sir: In further nse to the telephonic inquiry of the Senate
Finance Committee, I inclose to you herewith a copy of a letter from
Messrs. James and John R. Monttﬁomarr & Co., 127-129 Water street,
New York, N. Y., under date of the 2d instant, on the subject. These
gentlemen are considered to be reliable authorities in regard to the

matter.
Yery truly, yours, 0. P. AvsTIN, Chief of Bureau.

Jas, & Jxo. R. MoNTooOMERY & Co.,
New York, June 2, 1909,
Mr. 0. P. AUSTIN

»
Chief Bureau of Statistics, Washington, D. C.

DeAr Sk : Since writing you yesterday we have had time to look fur-
ther into the question of stocks of tea In New York warehouses. It
might be well to state that the onl{l avalilable figures of such stocks are
those collected by the Tea Association of New York, which association
has, since the removal of the duty, established a system by which they
obtain each month a statement from all the public warehouses in New
York City, with the exception of that of Messrs. Baker & Willlams, who
are not thought to be large storers of tea.

We give below figures showing April 30 stocks in New York City
warchouses for the entire time during which such figures have been

collected :

Pacékages.
April 30, 1903 4355, 598
April 30, 1904 05, 282
April 30, 1905 682, 679
April 30, 19506 653, 870
April 30, 1907 503, 259
April 30, 1908, it .ce- - 489, 548
April 30, 1809 484, 074

Nore.—The firm named states that the average welght of package of
tea is about 50 pounds.

The above ﬁtgares include first and second hand stocks. As brokers,
we can state that, as far as we can remember, first-hand stocks were
never as light as they are now. We remain,

Yours, truly, Jas. & Jxo. R. MoxTGOMERY & Co.

FAPAN'S PURPOSE AND HOPH IN REGARD TO THE TEA TRADE IN AMERICA.

BexMoUr B. SmitH & Co.,
New York, June 16, 1909,
Hon. BENTAMIN R